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5376. Also, petition of Lutherman's Society of the Swedish
Lutheran Church of Grove City, Minn., urging passage of the
Shipstead-Kvale immigration bill; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization,

5377. By Mr. MURPHY : Petition of Clark J. Halverstadt,
chairman committee, stating that Midway Grange, No. 1482,
Leetonia, Ohio, has indorsed the Ketcham bill (. R. 10568)
for farm relief; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5378, Also, petition of A. L. Roof, Sherrodsville, Ohio, stating
that Atwood Grange, No. 1706, has passed a resolution indorsing
the “export debenture” plan of farm relief; to the Committee
on Agriculture,

5379. Also, petition of Emma Cope, president; Mrs, J. L.
Rogers, corresponding secretary; and Mrs, P. O. Raley, treas-
urer, stating that the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of
Rogers, Ohio, has unanimously indorsed the Stalker bill (pro-
hibition enforcement) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5380. Also, petition of Price Cope, secretary Salem Grange,
No. 1261, Salem, Ohio, unanimously indorsing the Ketcham bill
(H. R. 10568) for farm relief; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5381. By Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey: Petition of John H.
Bell and others, protesting against the proposed Lankford com-
pulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia.

5382. By Mr. O'BRIEN : Resolution of the Buckhannon Cham-
ber of Commerce, recommending the passage of House bill
10142; to the Committee on Roads,

5383. By Mr, O'CONNELL: Petition of the Merchants’ Asso-
ciation of New York, favoring the passage of House bill 9195;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

4384, Also, petition of R. H. Hooper & Co., New York City,
N. Y., with reference to legislation now pending in the Congress
which would practically put all American cotton exchanges out
of business; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5385. Also, petition of the Naticnal Foreign Trade Council
of New York, favoring the passage of the Cuban parcel post
bill (H. R. 9195) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

5386. Also, petition of the American Irish Historical Soclety
of New York City, favoring the elimination of the national-
origins clauses from the immigration act; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

5387. By Mr. SEGER: Petition of Maxwell P, Steiker and
32 residents of Paterson, Little Falls, and vicinity, against
Iouse bill 78, compulsory Sunday observance for the District
of Colnmbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5388, By Mr. SWICK: Pefition of Louis G. Genkinger and
nine other residents of New Castle, Lawrence County, Pa.,
opposing the passage of the Lankford bill, or any similar
measure proposing the compulsory observance of the Sabbath
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

5389. By Mr. UNDERWOOD : Petition of Rev. L. C. Cooper
et al., of Fairfield County, Ohio, favoring legislation for the
relief of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

5390. By Mr. WINTER : Petition against compulsory Sunday
observance by citizens of Casper, Wyo.; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

5391. Also, petition against Sunday legislation, by citizens
of Wyoming; to the Commiitee on the District of Columbia.

5392, Also, petition against compulsory Sunday observance,
signed by citizens of Casper, Wyo.; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

5393. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of 260 citizens of West-
moreland County, Pa., favoring passage of Lankford Sunday
rest bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

SENATE
Traursvay, March 15, 1928
(Legislative day of Wednesday, March 1}, 1928)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira-
tion of the recess.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message {
from the House of Representatives.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed without
amendment the following bills of the Senate:

§.2569. An act providing for horticultural experiment and
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S,3292. An act providing for turning over to the Ohio State
Archwological and Historical Society two dedication stones
formerly a part of one of the locks of the Ohio & Erie Canal.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills of the Senate, severally with an amendment, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

8.1181. An act authorizing an appropriation to be expended
under the provisions of section 7 of the act of March 1, 1911,
entitled “An act to enable any State to cooperate with any other
State or States, or with the United States, for the protection of
the watersheds of navigable streams, and to appoint a commis-
sion for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of conserving
the navigability of navigable rivers,” as amended ;

8.1665. An act to authorize the board of park commissioners
of the city and county of San Francisco to construct a recrea-
tion pier at the foot of Van Ness Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. ;

8.2007. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to pay
officers and Filipinos formerly enlisted as members of the Na-
tional Guard of Hawaii for field and armory training during
years 1924 and 1925, and to validate payments for such training
heretofore made ; and

8.2021, An act extending and continuing to January 12, 1930,
the provisions of “An act authorizing the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to determine and confirm by patent in the nature of a deed
of quitelaim the title to lots in the city of Pensacola, Fla.,”
approved January 12, 1925,

The message further announced that the House had passed
the bill (8. 2800) authorizing E, K. Morse, his successors and
assigns (or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and as-
signs), to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Delaware River at or near Burlington, N. J., with amendments,
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

H. R. 325. An act repealing existing law requiring the Post-
master General to report action taken on claims of postmasters ;

H. R. 328. An act to relieve the Territory of Alaska from the
necessity of filing bonds or security in legal proceedings in
which such Territory is interested ;

H. R.405. An act providing for horticultural experiment and
demonstration work in the southern Great Plains area ;

H.R.484. An act to amend section 10 of the plant quarantine
act approved August 20, 1912;

H. R.487. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for pre-
venting the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated
or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medli-
cines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for
other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, as amended ;

H. R. 4964. An act to authorize the city of Muskogee, Okla.,
to remove and retain title to the boilers from the Municipal
Hospital Bunilding recently conveyed by the city to the United
States Veterans' Bureau Hospital No. 90, at Muskogee, OKla.;

H. R.5746. An act to authorize the appraisal of certain Gov-
ernment property, and for other purposes;

H. R. 6492, An act to aunthorize the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Charleston, 8. C., a certain bronze cannon ;

H. R.7903. An act to authorize the erection at Clinton, Samp-
son County, N. C,, of a monument in commemoration of William
Rufus King, former Vice President of the United States;

. H. R. 9710. An act for the relief of the State of South Caro-
na ;

H. R. 10360. An act to confer additional jurisdiction upon the
Court of Claims under an act entitled “An act authorizing the
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court
of Claims,” approved May 14, 1926;

H. R.10374. An act for the acquisition of lands for an addi-
tion to the Beal Nursery at Hast Tawas, Mich.;

H. R.10544. An act to abolish the office of administrative
assistant and disbursing officer in the Library of Congress and
to reassign the duties thereof;

H.R.10884. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the
United States and Great Britain to regulate the level of Lake
of the Woods, concluded on the 24th day of February, 1925,
approved May 22, 1926;

H. R.11020. An act vealidating certain applications for and
entries of public lands;

H. R.11023. An act to add certain lands to the Lassen Vol-
canic National Park in the Sierra Nevada Mountains of the
State of California ;

H.RR.11074. An act to promote the agriculture of the Unifted
States by expanding in the foreign field the service now ren-
dered by the United States Department of Agriculture in ac-
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guiring and diffusing useful information regarding agriculture,
and for other purposes;

H. R.11140. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle
field of Kings Mountain, 8. C.;

H. R. 11482, An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An
act to authorize an appropriation for the care, maintenance, and
,improvement of the burial grounds containing the remains of
Zachary Taylor, former President of the United States, and the
memorial shaft erected to his memory, and for other purposes,”
approved February 24, 1925; and

H. J. Res. 177. Joint resolution authorizing the erection of a
flagstaff at Fort Sumter, Charleston, 8. C., and for other pur-
poses,

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-

tors answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess McEKellar Shortridge
Bayard Fletcher McMaster Simmons
Bingham Frazier McNa Bmith
Blac George Mayfield Smoot
Blease Gerry Metcalf Steck
‘Borah Glass Moses Bteiwer
Bratton Gooding Neel Stephens
Brookhart Greene Oddie Swanson
Broussard Hale Overman Thomas
Bruce Harris Phipps Tydings
Capper Harrison Pittman son
Caraway Hayden Rangdell Wagner
Copeland Hetlin Reed, Mo, ‘Walsh, Mass.
Couzens Howell Reed, Pa. Walsh, Mont.
Curtis Johnson Robinson, Ark Warren
Cutting Jones Robinson, Ind. Waterman
Deneen Kendrick Hackett Watson
Din Keyes Schall Willis
Ed Kllllg Sheppard
Edwards La Follette Shipstead

Mr, JONES. I wish to announce that the senior Senator

- from Nebraska [Mr, Norris] is detained from the Senate on
oflicial business.

Mr. McMASTER. I desire to announce that my colleague

the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr, NogBeCcK] is un-
avoidably absent on the business of the Senate. I will let this
announcement stand for the day.

Mr. FRAZIER. I wish to state that my colleague the junior
Senatfor from North Dakota TMr. Nyg] is absent on official busi-
ness of the Senate. I wish to let this announcement stand for

.the day.
- The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-eight Senators having an-
swered fo their names, a quornm is present.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT VEHICLES (8. DOC.
NO. T1)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the President of the United States, transmitting a
proposed amendment of the Budget for the fiscal year 1929,
which would inerease, from $165,000 to $190,000, the authoriza-
tion to use the lump-sum appropriations of the Department of
Agriculture for the purchase, maintenance, repair, and opera-
tion of motor-propelled and horse-drawn vehicles outside of the
District of Columbia, which, with the accompanying letter from
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

DISPOSITION OF USELESB PAPERS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a list of documents and files of papers which are
not needed or useful in the transaction of the current business
of the department and have no permanent value or historic
interest, and asking for action looking to their disposition, which
was referred to a Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of
Useless Papers in the Executive Departments,

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. JoNes and Mr.
FrercHER members of the committee on the part of the Senate.

RESIGNATION OF TARIFF COMMISBIONER COSTIGAN

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have received
a letter from Mr. Edward P. Costigan, who for many yvears has
served as a member of the United States Tariff Commission.
He has announced his retirement from the commission, and in
the letter to which I refer has given his reasons for resigning
and has discussed the work and proceedings of the commission,
some proposals for reform, and the work of the tariff investi-
gating committee of which the senior Senator from Arkansas
is chairman, I ask unanimous consent to have the letter
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prinfed In the REcorp and referred to the Select Committee on
Investigation of the Tariff Commission,

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Select
Committee on Investigation of the Tariff Commission and
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

RESIGNATION FROM THE TARIFF COMMISSION
(Letter to Senator Joserm T. RoBIiNsoN of Arkansas, chalrman of the

Senate investigating committee, from Edward P. Costigan, member of

the United States Tariff Commission)

Drar SENATOR ROBINSON: As chairman of the Senate committee
which was appointed two years ago this week to Investigate the Tariff

.Commission, it is doubtless suitable that I send you a final letter on

certain developments closely related to the underlying ecauses of that
investigation. After more than 10 years of official service—exceeding
by 4 years the membership of the nearest In time of my associates—I
am about to transmit to the President of the United States my imme-
diately effective, long-considered, and voluntary resignation as tariff
commissioner. Listed for the most part in the order in which they
have materialized, the chief reasons for my action are the following:

A SCIENTIFIC COMMISSION FOR IMPARTIAL TARIFF INVESTIGATIONS

The Tariff Commission—of whose originally appointed members I am
and have long béen the only official survivor—was designed to be, and
for the first five years of itz existence was, a scientiflc, nonpolitical, and
impartial Investigational agency of the Government. The law creating
it planned a commission judicially independent of both the President
and Congress, and free alike from official and private pressure in the
discharge of itgs duties. The evidence {8 conclusive that the leading
business interests of the United States, and public opinion generally,
fully indorsed the original purposes of the statute.

FLEXIBLE TARIFF POWERS AND PLEDGES

The Importance of a scientific commission was given added signal
emphasis by the new powers conferred in the flexible provisions of the
tariff act of 1922, Under section 315 of that act the commission Is
authorized to recommend for presidential proclamation, as the facts
warrant, decreases or increases, in existing tariff rates, to equalize,
within defined limits, differences In costs of production and other eom-
petitive conditions here and abroad. Pending the adoption of that
section of the Fordnmey-McCumber tariff law, authorized spok n for
the administration assured the public that, because of conditions fol-
lowing the World War, the tariff rates enacted by Congress In 1922,
and thus declared subjeet to change down or up, had been purposely
placed by Congress sufficiently high to permit in most cases tariff re-
ductions in accordance with the standard laid down by Congress in the
fiexible provisions. For example, many more reductions than increases
In tariff rates under the flexible provisions were publicly predicted by
Benator Smoor; and Senator McCumber econfidently stated that the
startlingly high ad valorem rates made possible by substituting Amer-
can for foreign valuation—which the law permitted under eertain eir-
cumstances—would probably never be employed by the President, ex-
sept in a few cases like chemicals and toys. To crown those prophecies,
President Harding in 1922 used the then existing prestige of the Tarlff
Commission to strengthen his assurance that there would be “a sci-
entific and wholly just adminisiration of the law.” And President
Coolidge in 1924 pablicly pledged himself to administer the same law
*not politically, but judicially.,”

CRIMPORTANT DECREASES, IMPORTANT INCEEASES, AND NONACTION BY THE
FRESIDENT

How have these ratechanging promises been fulfilled? At the end
of five years, and at the cost of approximately $3,000,000, the Tariff
Commission has made 32 reports to the President under the flexible
tariff provisions. Those reports have grown out of investigations, not
freely chosen by the commission, but instead requested by the President -
or the Senate, or, under a practice settled by President Harding, urged
by private interests. The reports have resulted in 23 presidential proc-
lamations, changing tariff rates. In 5 ecases of little tarll importance—
mill feed, bob-white quail, paintbrush handles, phenol, and cresylic
acid—previous tariff rates have been reduced. In 18 cases, some of
which related to articles of much tariff significance, the President has
proclaimed substantial or maximum increases; and various other Im-
portant cases are pending in which demands for maximum increases are
being pressed by strongly intrenched industrial groups. In 2 dubious
instances—taximeters and * hit-and-miss™ rag rugs—by resorting to
American valuation, President Coolidge has increased the former tariff
rates of $3 plus 45 per cent per meter, and 35 per cent, respectively, on
their foreign value, to rates, when the changes were made, approximat-
ing 100 per cent or more of such foreign value—such new rates being
destined to go still higher when American selling prices advance.

XONACTION BY PRESIDENT-—SUGAR, LINEEED OIL, AND HALIBUT

Even more significant for the consuming public are some of the cases
in which the President has declined to aet on decisive evidence that the
rates should be substantially lowered—sugar, linseed oil, and halibut—
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to which, if Chairman Marvin and two other members of the commis-
gion have their way, will now be added the five-year-old investigation
of logs of fir, spruce, cedar, and western hemlock.

The sugar report of 1924 recommended to the President considerably
less than a 50 per cent decrease in the sugar tariff. In amount, the
reduction thus held warranted under the law was about half a cent per
pound ; namely, an effective tariff on sugar of 1.23 cents per pound
instead of the present duty of 1.76 cents per pound. That reduction,
'if then made, would have saved tax-paying consumers of the United
| States some $40,000,000 or more a year, while protecting the American
sugar industry under the statutory rule indorsed by a Republican
Congress and by President Harding.

The linseed oil report was sent to the President on March 3, 1925,
more than three years ago. The result was a request from the Presi-
dent on February 6, 1926, for a fuller Investigation. Yet the records
“in that investigation were so unescapable that even the usually immov-
'able protectionist members of the commission, in the only important
‘instance in the commission's experience, admitted the necessity under
the law for a definite reduction in the duty. In that case the prices
paid flax growers in this country were fully protected in the commis-
slon's recommendations through a proper allowance to crushers of lin-
i geed oil of full compensation for the tariff on flaxseed. In addition, the
' commission’s recommendations paved the way to properly lowered prices
‘on paints, especially important to American farmers, by reducing the
. excessive subsidies then and continuously since enjoyed under the tariff
by linseed oil crushers.

CHANGES IN COMMISSION UNDER PRESIDENT HARDING

To understand such results certain factors in the situation must be
‘recalled. Unfortunately the tariff revision out of which the flexible
provisions grew, and the early exércise of the commission's new powers
under those provisions, were accompanied by substantial changes, alike
in presidential policy and in the standards and quality of the commis-
gion’s membership. BSuch changes began under President Harding and,
with two exceptions, have continued under President Coolidge. That
they finally destroyed the commission’s reputation for impartiality no
candid and informed person will deny. :

President Harding's contributions to the commission's membership by
appointment were : First, Commissioner Marvin, former secretary of the
Home Market Club of Boston, a tireless and fanatical protectionist,
known in Washington as a tariff lobbyist for New England protected
interests ; second, former Commissioner Burgess, long similarly known
in Congress for tariff-lobbying activities, especlally on behalf of the
domestic pottery industry; and, third, former Commissioner Glassie, a
member of the bar of the District of Columbia, chosen as a Democrat,
but extraordinarily fertile in advancing fallacious excuses for exceed-
ingly high protective tariff rates, whose appointment was hailed as
acceptable to the sugar interests of Louisiana. These three appointees
of President Harding, and three of the commission's original members—
Commissioners Lewis, Culbertson, and myself, selected as Democrat,
Republican, and Progressive, respectively—made up the full member-
ship of the commission when the administration of the flexible tariff
began in the early months of 1923,

OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL PRESSURE IN THE SUGAR INVESTIGATION

The consequences of the gspecified changes in personnel speedily
became evident. Both from within and without pressure was brought
on members of the commission, directed toward the destruction of the
commission's impartiality. The indefensible methods employed are well
illustrated by the course of the commission’s sugar investigation, which
was Instituted in 1923 and completed in 1924, The sworn evidence
taken by the Senate investigating committee records, in part, the
following events in the progress of that investigation:

(1) President Harding's three appointees—Commissioners Marvin,
Burgess, and Glassie, with Commissioner Glassie voting on the ques-
tion—insisted on Commissioner Glassie’s right to take part in tne sugar
investigation, in the outcome of which it was disclosed C
Glassie's immediate family had a special, direct, substantial,
financial interest.

(2) In December, 1923, President Coolidge, who was empowered by
the flexible provisions, was officially requested by me on legal and moral
grounds to check Commissioner Glassie’s asserted right to take part
and vote in the sugar investigation. Instead, President Coolidge sup-
ported Commissioner Glassie's position with the weight of his powerful
office, and Commissioner Glassie, though in January, 1924, his partiei-
pation was publicly echallenged by me, with the concurrence of Cominis-
gioners Lewis and Culbertson, continued to aet in that investigation
until Congress, in the spring of that year, by a specinl enactment,
effectively rebuked him and his commission supporters—Commissloners
Marvin and Burgess—and terminated the practice.

(8) While this significant issue over Commissioner Glaszie hung in
the balance, before it became public and prior to the action of Congress,
Commissioner Culbertson reported that he had been offered and had
refused membership in the Federal Trade Commission. Had Commis-

and
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sioner Culbertson been shifted to the Federal Trade Commission at that
time, a majority of the remaining Tariff Commission would have sup-
ported Commissioner Glassie’'s breach of the requirements of impar-
tiality and would have dictated the subsequent course of the sugar
investigation.

(4) Following two public hearings, oral arguments, and the filing of
briefs in the sugar investigation by attorneys for the domestic and
Cuban interests, and after the ease had been taken under advisement
by the commission for the preparation of our official report to the
President, Benator SMo0T—a recognized spokesman in Congress both
for the administration and the domestic sugar interests—privately
invited Commissioner Culbertson to a one-sided conference in the Senate
Office Building, attended by representatives of the domestic sugar in-
terests, including attorneys who had appeared before the commission.
At that conference, without opportunity given other interested parties
to be present, efforts were made to impress Commissioner Culbertson
with the soundness of the arguments which the domestic sugar interests
had advanced in the sugar investigation then being considered for
decision by all members of the commission.

(5) When it became apparent, notwithstanding these incidents and
the dilatory tactics of Commissioners Marvin and Burgess (Commis-
sioner Glassie no longer being free to partlcipate), that the sugar
report was to be given precedence for the President's consideration, a
request was received by the Tariff Commission from the President to
the effect that the commission suspend all other work, take up the
butter investigation, and proceed with that until its completion.

(6) About the same time a disappointed tariff applicant lodged an
attack with President Coolidge on Commissioner Culbertson’s right to
continue as a member of the Tariff Commission. The charge was that
Commissioner Culbertson had violated the law creating the Tarif Com-
mission by delivering paid lectures at Georgetown University in Wash-
ington and at Williamstown, Mass., since the law provides that no
tariff commissioner shall engage in any other activity or employment,
The President, in effect, requested the Attorney General to advise him
whether, as urged, Commissioner Culbertson had heen guilty of mal-
feasance In office, making him subject to removal by the President, for
delivering such lectures.

(7) During the very days when these grave charges were being con-
gidered by the Attorney General, Commissioner Culbertson—who has
since been appointed by President Coolidge and now is United States
minister to Rumania—reported that assurances were being given him
at the White House by the President's Secretary that Commissioner
Culbertson was being considered for various conspicuous positions in
the United States Diplomatie SBervice. Bhortly after, and just before
the commission planned to send its final recommendations in the sugar
case to the President, Commissioner Culbertson further reported that
President Coolidge had conferred with him about an opinion from the
Attorney General upholding the Presldent's right to remove Commis-
sioner Culbertson from office on the basis of the specifled charges.
Commissioner Culbertson added that in that conference President
Coolidge, with the unfavorable opinion of the Attorney General before
him, requested Commissioner Culbertson to delay sending the sugar
report to the President.

(8) In spite of these and other obstacles, on July 31, 1924, the
commission’s sugnr report was sent to the White House, Bome five
weeks later, on Sepitember 8, President Coolidge had before him the
gquestion whether he would reappoint Commissioner Lewls, who had
joined in the preparation of the majority opinion. Earlier in the year
word was sent Commissioner Lewls from the White House that, with
the expiration of Commissioner Lewis's term on September 8, the
President expected to reappoint him, in keeping with the nonpolitical
character of the commission. As the date, however, of possible reap-
pointment approached, contrary rumors were circulated. A so-called
National Tariff Council, with headquarters in Denver, circularized about
100 leading business men, requesting contributions of $100 each—a total
of $10,000—in part for the declared purpose of securing the appoint-
ment of *a protectionist Democrat' as the successor of Commissioner
Lewis. A few days before Commissioner Lewis's term expired the
letter thus sent out recelved unexpected publicity.

(9) On Beptember 8, 1924, in the midst of President Coolidge's cam-
paign for election, Commissioner Lewis was asked to call at the White
House with reference to his reappointment. With the invitation came
the statement that, if reappointed, Commissioner Lewis was expected
by President Coolidge to leave 4t the White House a blanket letter of
resignation from the commission for use at any time by the President.
In fact, Commissioner Lewis was handed the form of resignation Presi-
dent Coolidge himself was said to have dictated for Commisisoner
Lewis's signature.

Commissioner Lewis's sworn and uncontradicted testimony is that,
during his visit that afternoon with President Coolidge, the President
asked whether Commissioner Lewis had brought his resignation. Com-
missioner Lewis, whose official attitude was alwnys unflinehingly frank
and diginterested, replied in the negative. He further told the Presi-
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dent, in substance, that the latter was free to destroy the appointment
credentials he had started to sign. The President, however, insisted
on delivering to Commissioner Lewis a temporary appointment, good
only until March 4, 1925, the end of the approaching session of Con-
gress. When so doing the President advised Commissioner Lewis that
the latter would hold office in any event only at his (the President's)
pleasure.

It may be added (though not in the published testimony) that on
leaving the White House on September 8, 1924 Commissioner Lewis
egald to a friend: “ 1 have been In public life 25 years. Once only in
that time have I been approached with a View to my weakness, and
that was by a President of the United States.”

(10) On March 4, 1925, President Coolidge allowed Commizsioner
Lewis’s temporary appointment to expire without reappointment or
forther notice, Thereafter Commissioner Dennis, a protectionist Demo-
crat and long-time acquaintance and friend of the President, was named
to 1 Commissi Lewis. Some two months later on May 1T,
President Coolidge appointed Commissioner Culbertson United States
minigter to Rumania. Thus two of the commissioners who had scientifi-
cally discharged their duties in the sugar investigation were eliminated—
Commissioner Culbertson by promotion ; Commissioner Lewis—a faithful
and incorruptible official who merited reappointment—by demotion.

(11) On June 15, 1925, a little more than a month after Commis-
sloner Culbertson’s retirement, and after having held the Tariff Com-
misgion’s sugar report for many months, President Coolidge announced
his refusal to make any change In the tariff on sugar under the flexible
provisions. Thus a major report of the commission was lgnored and
a commission investigation of the first order, which had engaged the
services of an expert staff for nearly two years and cost the Government
many thousands of dollars, was thrown overboard, following an un-
precedented series of lobbying drives and political maneuvers, in some
of which the White House actively shared.

LATER TARIFF COMMISEION CONTROVERSIES

Without attempting to present in similar detail the commission’s
history since the summer of 1925, I may state that during these later
days the obstacles thus early erected against a sclentific application of
the flexible tariff provisions have never been removed. From 1925 on,
as in the two preceding years, and due to the same contrasted official
standards, sharply different interpretations of facts and law have fea-
tured the commission’s reports to the President. Those reports must
largely be left to speak for themselves. It may, however, be gaid in
regard to transportation—the subject of farthest-reaching consequences
and most persistent commission division—that the members of the com-
mission who have insisted on judicial standards have been upheld in
their constructions of the law in an opinion of the Attorney General.
That case involved the question, on which the commission divided for
two years, whether under the law transportation should be added to
production costs to enable domestic and foreign goods to meet on even
terms in the principal competing market of the United States. The
declared object of the flexible tariff is equalized competition In the
United States, This ean be atiained only by Including transportation
expenses, and the answer of the Attorney General was in the affirmative.
Yet to-day, after another two years, the Marvin group are strenuously
engaged in nullifying the ruling of the Attorney General by substituting
transportation charges based on imaginary movements of articles for
the actual charges incurred under the actual competitive conditions
investigated by the commission.

COMMISSIONER DENNIS'S EXPERIENCE

Oddly enough, testimony of an exceptional sort as to the right and
wrong of such commission issues will be found in the official record of
Commissioner Dennis. When he displaced Commissioner Lewis, the
background of his appointment apparently boded ill for the commission,
His known friendship for President Coolidge disposed him to look, and
apparently when appointed he did look, with disapproval on the inde-
pendent course followed in the sugar investigation by those members of
the commission who declined to be swayed by the wishes of President
Coolidge. Commissioner Dennis, accordingly, began his official service
with every evidence of his intention and desire to cooperate with the
Marvin group. His entry on the commission’s work placed me in an
apparently hopeless minority ; the commission was divided 5 to 1.
Apart from his uniform ecourtesy, and outside of the transportation
problem, on which he agreed with my long-maintained constructlon of
the law, Commissioner Dennls for months, with unimportant exceptions,
threw his vote and inflnence with the Marvin group. In the halibut
case he even signed his name to a report which he privately de-
nounced, and recently he has openly and frankly expressed his regret
that he did not, as I did, strongly dissent from, instead of signing, the
commission's majority findings in that case. More and more, indeed,
with the passing months, Commissioner Dennis, for good reasons and
in the name of official self-respect, has found the harmony he originally
sought impossible, and has withdrawn from that earlier association.
His testimony before the Senate investigating committee is therefore
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highly eignificant. Nor is that the ¢nd of the story. Without
authority to speak for him, I can say in my officlal eapacity that never
more vehemently than in recent weeks has Commissioner Dennis ex-
pressed his indignation against the methods and prejudgments of the
Marvin group, of which Commissioners Brossard and Lowell are now
part.

Similarly, the commission's most recent member, Commissioner Dixon,
a trained lawyer and experienced in handling tariff questions as a former
member of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives, has been unable to agree with the Marvin group in several
of the commission’s recent reports, including the log case, which is the
most important and the clearest lower-duty case consldered by the Tarift
Commission since halibut, which followed sugar and linseed oil. It
thus appears that, while the Senate investigating committee still hesi-
tates over its report, the old divisions and underlying causes persist,
In fact, the commission stands to-day as irreconcilably divided because
of the different official standards of its members as in the darkest days
of the sugar investigation,

COMMISSIONER DIXON

Can there be any longer the slightest reason to doubt the true ex-
planation? With all his applied political power President Coolidge has
failed to annihilate all of the commission’s former impartiality, though
his course has effectively helped to wreck the commission’s usefulness.
When Commissioner Glassie’s term of office and subsequent recess ap-
pointment by the President expired, the opposition Commissioner Glassie
had aroused in Congress, by insisting on judging the sugar case, pre-
vented his permanent reappointment. Conditions in 1927 thus unex-
pectedly paved the way for a successful demand by the minority in
Congress for the selection as the successor of Commissioner Glassie of
Commissioner Dixon, a high-minded public servant, This selection was
made during the Senate committee's investigation of the commission.

COMMISSIONERS MARVIN, BROSSARD, ANXD LOWELL

The public was much less fortunate, however, in regard to other
appointments, Preceding the Senate committee's Investigation, when
vacancies were created by Commissioner Culbertson's and later by Com-
missioner Burgess's resignations, Commissioners Brossard and Baldwin
were named. After a limited service, during which, to be entirely can-
did, he was little better than a rubber stamp in the hands of the Maryin
group, Commissioner Baldwin resigned, in part, it was said, for reasons
of health. He has since been succeeded by Commissioner Lowell,

Commissioners Marvin, Brossard, and Lowell stand to-day a united
tarif band, steadily pressing for higher tariff rates and against im-
portant reductions, reckless on oceasions in thelr treatment of facts and
the law. Commissioner Marvin has been mentioned. 1 must add my
confirmed judgment, which the Senate investigating committee has had
ample opportunity to verify, that his membership seriously impairs the
usefulness of the commisslon, which will not have proper credit or
respect either at home or abroad among scientists, economists, and dis-
interested persons, particularly so long as he remains itg chairman.
Without a background of public service justifying his selection, his posi-
tion as commissioner and as chairman has exalted a tariff lobbyist at
the public’s expense. Incomparable opportunities for a former lobbyist
have now for years been thrust into his hands through his repeated
annual designations for that strategie post by Presidents Harding and
Coolidge, No exposures, however discrediting, of bias, partisanship, and
the distrust of his associates, have sufficed to break this New England
slate. Btrangest of all, the stranglehold on the commission is continued
by hidden influences. It is well known in Washington that President
Coolidge has long ceased personally to consult or place confidence in his
own designated Tariff Commission chairman,

Commissioner Brossard has long been known in Washington as a
political protégé of Senator 8moot. He was on the staff of the commis-
sion before he became a member, and in both relations created an im-
pression of a biased, as distinguished from a sclentific or judiclal, mind.
Members of the SBepate investigating committee are aware that while
testifying under oath he appeared at times to be cautiously hiding
material information within his knowledge which was sought by such
members. As a witness he strengthened the view that he is a partisan
who wishes to favor certain tariff-protected interests, The record dis-
closes that his appointment was characterized in writing in 1925 by his
predecessor, Commissioner Culbertson, President Coolidge's United
Btates minister to Rumania, as follows:

“* * * It's not much of a compliment to me that Brossard is
selected to fill my place. If this appointment is to be regarded as a
revelation of the President's policy I feel fully justified in leaving the
commission. They were certain to put you and me into a minority,
and I would have been driven by the force of circumstances to hreak
with my party without saving the commission. * * * [ didn't sup-
pose that Coolidge would do the thing so rawly, if he did it at all.
Evidently our suspicions were correct and Brossard has been playing
with the sugar lobby, and now he has his reward! I can imagine the
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effect on the staff—upon men like Comer, Clark, De Long, S8impson, Wal-
lace, ete. They must feel that honesty is not the best policy.” * * *

Of Commissioner Lowell, the most recent member of the Marvin
group, it must be said that he lacks equipment or special qualifications
for the duties of the Tariff Commission. In so far as he acts inde-
pendently he appears to vote prejudices rather than facts. He even
seems to take pride in parading his misconception of his official respon-
gibilitles. To illustrate: In the Cherry investigation, during the prep-
aration of the final report to the President, a section was inserted pur-
porting to state the separate views of Commisgioners Marvin, Brossard,
and Lowell.
read that section, although he admitted that he knew that It had been
offered as the expression of the views of himself and his two associates,
On various other occasions he has stated at commission meetings that
he is opposed to dissenting statements in commission reports to the
President ; that he is not * the kind of a man ™ to dissent and never will
dissent, but, instead, * will keep still,” no matter how much he may dis-
agree with the contents of such reports.

NECESSITY FOR PEESONAL REFERENCES REGRETTED

! It must be evident that these personal references are not recorded
without regret. Commissioners Marvin, Brossard, and Lowell have been
my officlal associates for a considerable time. Our official relations
have been frank, but, also, with few exceptions, courteous. These com-
missioners share the pleasant personal traits which lighten our every-
day human experience. It is therefore unthinkable that such critical
estimates would be offered except for reasons of public necessity. The
statements are personal because facts of public consequence are per-
sonal. The tragedy of the Tarif Commission is directly traceable to
certain tarif commissioners and certain Presidents. And Congress
will never correct the disease unless it legislates with eyes and mind
open to these essential truths.

OTHER FAILURES OF THE COMMISSION, PARTICULARLY WITH REFERENCE IO
LABOR AND AGRICULTURE

This picture of the Tariff Commission would not be complete without
brief reference to one or two other of many fateful comsequences of the
manipulation of that body. The commission has not only failed to meet
its impartial duties in regard to changes in tariff rates; other possi-
bilities of far-reaching public service have similarly suffered.

For instance, among the statutory duties imposed on the commission
is one calling for reports on the effect of our tariffs “upon the Indus-
tries and labor of the country.” Beneficiaries of excessive tariff rates
often prefer imaginative fiction to tariff realities. This statutory duty
of the commission awakens lttle enthusiasm among those who prefer
embargoes and monopolies to the restraints of competition.

An open-minded performance of this task by the commission would
have disclosed the use of various tariff fallacies to mislead farmers and
fndustrial workers in the United States, If the commission had been
properly constituted, long before now it would have clearly pointed
out the limited benefits derived by farmers from many agricultural
tariff rates. For example, the commission would have convincingly
dealt with the unimportance of the tariff for most wheat growers in
the United States. It might at this hour be reporting on the ques-
tion, What does the 42 cents per bushel tariff on wheat, which was
lifted to that level because of Canadian competition, have to do with
the fact that the American hard spring wheat of the Northwest has
lately been selling at prices about 10 cents less per bushel than
Canadian hard spring wheat? And the public would already be ad-
vised that an increased tariff on corn, for which appeals have been
pouring into Washington, offers little hope for the distressed farmers
of the Corn Belt, who justly seek to escape from their tragic burdens,
even if nothing s offered but an unlikely miracle., Indeed, one can
but wonder is these days of easy faith why the growers of the South
have not been similarly hypnotized by the assurance that their pros-
perity can omly be guaranteed by a highly protective tarif duty on
cotton,

8o in the fleld of the * industrial effects of the customs laws * * *
upon the * * * labor of the country,” the commission has been
under obligations which it has not discharged, and which, constituted
as it now is, it can not satisfactorily perform. At the present time,
after years spent in assembling information, its membership is such
that no report emerges showing that American wages, though rela-
tively higher than foreign, are not in the main the consequence of
protective tariffs, but rather of the remarkable skill with which human
and other power has been applied to the enormously rich, natural
regources of the United States. Some highly protected industries pay
wretched wages; and constantly before the commission are such
familiar facts as the higher wages paid in the boot and shoe industry,
which enjoys no tariff subsidy, than in the highly protected woolen
and worsted industries. Similarly, it iz common information, the
significance of which is, however, often forgotten, that the automobile
industry, which recently asked that the tariff be completely removed
from motor cars, since the industry fears no world competition what-
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industries such as pottery and meat packing. In fact, novelty no
longer attaches to the story of efficient mass production. Relatively
high wages can be and are paid in our automobile factories, yet the
American labor cost of any single antomobile is low, and this product
of American factories can usually be sold cheaper than the comparable
product of foreign countries, in spite of the lower wages paid in such
forelgn countries. Nor does this experience differ widely from cases
of mass production in other domestic industries in which the output
is aided by especially valuable natural resources. Indeed, our natural
advantages for productioh have wrought such comparative results
through all our history, even In colonial times, as shown by higher
wages in many enterprises here than abroad, with or without tariffs,
and with low tariffs as well as high, \

It is unnecessary to add that a scientific Tariff Commission would not
hésitate to show, to the extent statistically determinable, that, while
excessive tariffs at times enrich private Interests, other ftariffs are
deceptively meaningless; that, as a rule, tariff duties are more advan-
tageous to most branches of manufacture than to most branches of
agriculture; that tariff duties are not likely to bestow equal benefits
on both; and that, so far as the articles produced by the great
majority of our farmers are concerned, prices are unsually determined
by market, especially world market, conditions rather than by tariff
barriers. This country has nothing to fear through discovering that
her rank among industrial nations tends to be advanced rather than
retarded under tariff policies of greater liberality than those now
in force, permitting, within the limits of fair practices, the reasomable
operation of fundamental economic laws.

CONCLUSION

In the face of such continuing offenses, both of omission and commis-
sion, I have decided to end my official experience. Until recently I
assumed that with two years’ knowledge Congress would not fail at this
session to grapple with corrective remedies. The appolntment of the
Senate investigating committee made that expectation reasonable, To
be sure, the Senate’s confirmation of Commissioners Brossard and
Lowell, in the midst of that investigation, pointed the other way. The
former was open to challenge as disqualified; the latter in part, be-
cause without real understanding of his task. Yet my personal con-
fidence in the final outcome has persisted until now. It is extinguished
at last. And I am unwilling to devote to a vanished hope the unex-
pired two and a half years of my present term of office.

With but three months probably left of the present session of Con-
gress, in a presidential year, the Senate investigating committee is
silent. The issue would not be hopeless if a genuine program for a reor-
ganized commission had been set In motion. Instead, Congress has
once more voted the commission’s annual appropriation. Agriculture is
making proper demands for national relief, and it is easier to use the
commission to convert farmers to a mistaken belief in tariff salvation
than to apply real and permanent agricultural remedles. Under such
circumstances, my further official partnership is usecless.

Three other reasons strengthen this conviction. The first is that I
have done everything possible to ald the investigating committee and
the public through wvarious constructive legislative suggestions. The
second, that no recess appointment of my successor is probable if I
withdraw now. And the third, that sufficient of the congressional
session remains to permit insistence on the appointment of an able
and upright sucecessor, and to prevent the confirmation of an unfit
nominee,

In conclusion may I say that I do not exaggerate the present issue?
I fully realize that the manipulation of the Tariff Commission since
1922 is but part of the total picture of present-day Washington. In an
era which history msy yet summarize as the age of Daugherty, Fall,
and Sinclair—in which another governmental body, the Federal Trade
Commission, is widely #ooked upon as the legitimate prey of those who
deal in the unfair practices that commission was created to destroy—
in which even the national Senate is not immune against the trespass
and dictates of powerful lobbies—the fate and fortunes of the Tariff
Commission may be thought unimportant. Yet no part of the publie
edifice can be undermined without danger to the whole structure, Pub-
He service still demands public fidelity. And the anclent right of
remonstrance remains, An official witness of law violations, I have
suceessively appealed to the President and to Congress. One further
dissent is in order. I am, therefore, returning my official commission to
the Government.

Very truly,
Eowairp P. COSTIGAN.

Hon. JoserH T. ROBINSON,

United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. WATSON presented the following joint resolution of the
Legislature of the State of Indiana, which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary:
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TUNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, STATE OF INDIANA,

I, F. E. Sechortemeier, secretary of state of the State of Indiana,
hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a full, trne, and
complete copy of enrolled Benate Joint Resolution 5, chapter 269, acts
of seventy-fifth regular session of the General Assembly of the State of
Indiana.

A joint resolution requesting Congress to prepare, support, and secure
the enactment of legislation limiting and defining the jurisdiction of
the United States courts in public utility and rate cases to the con-
sideration after, not before, the courts of various States have
congidered the issues involved
Whereas Congress in 1816 ereated Indiana a sovereign and inde-

pendent State, with full right to control its Jocal affairs and the cor-

porations it created, and these would include especially utility corpora-
tions furnishing water, light, gas, phone service, and other necessities;
and

Whereas the growth and development of the State of Indiana and its
publie utilities reached sueh proportions in 1013 that it became neces-
sary that careful and proper consideration of the rights of the public
and the adequate protection of the public welfare made it necessary for
the General Assembly of the State of Indiana to create a public service
commission ; and

Whereas certain utilities of this State, to wit, the Indianapolis Water
Co,, the Indiana Bell Telephone Co., the Citizens Gas Co. of Indianapolis,
and the Central States Gas Co., of Vincennes, and the Greensburg Water
Co., of Greensburg, petitioned the public service commission of the
State of Indiana for inereased rates for service to the public; and

Whereas such petitions were heard and valuations thereof determined
and rates fixed by the Indiana Public Service Commission which were,
in the judgment of the commission, fair, reasonable, and just; and

Whereas said utilities, to wit, the Indianapolis Water Co., the Indiana
Bell Telephone Co., the Citizens Gas Co., the Central States Gas Co.,
of Vincennes, and the Greensburg Water Co., did immediately in each
case invoke the jurisdiction of the Federal court of the State of Indiana
instead of taking their cases to our State courts, alleging that the valua-
tion determined and rates fixed by the public service commission were
confiscatory ; and

Whereas the laws of the State of Indiana governing the public
service commission provide for and authorize any utility or person inter-
ested in any rate order to appeal to the circuit or superior court of any
connty in this State from any order of the commission fixing such rate
or rates or valuation ; and

Whereas such utilities did in each Instance invoke the jurisdiction of
the Federal court without first having pursued the remedy provided by
the laws of the State of Indiana, giving the right to appeal to the State
courts; and

Whereas in each instance the Federal court has fixed a higher valua-
tion and a higher rate than that fixed by the public service commis-
sion ; and

Whereas the right of the State of Indiana to control its local affairs
with reference to such utilities was defeated and prevented; and

Whereas the public serviee commission of Indiana fixed the valuation
of the Indianapolis Water Co. at $16,455,000, the Indiana Bell Tele-
phone Co. at $32,000,000, the Citizens Gas Co. at $£12,000,000, the
Central States Gas Co. of Vincennes at $482,845, and the Greensburg
Water Co. at $225,000; and

Whereas thereafter at hearings in the Federal Court of the Distriet
of Indiana the valuations of these puhblic utilities were fixed at the
following figures, to wit: The Indianapolis Water Co. at $19,000,000,
resulting in increase of rates; Indiana Bell Telephone Co. at $36,-
000,000, resulting In increase of rates; Citizens Gas Co, at $16,000,000,
increasing the rate for gas from 90 cents to $1.20; Central States Gas
Co. of Vincennse at $§739,672; and the Greensburg Water Co. at
$340,000, resulting in increage of rates: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Seventy-jifth General Assembly of the State of
Indiana, That the United States Senators and Members of Congress
representing the State of Indiana be, and they are hereby, respectfully
petitioned to prepare, support, and their associates enact legislation
limiting the jurisdictionm of the courts of the United States in all eases
that may be filed therein by public utilities seeking relief from orders
issued by publie service commissions to such utilities as have first ex-
bhausted all legal remedies given by the courts of the respective States;
be it further ¢

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitfed by the gov-
ernor and the sgecretary of state to the Senators and Members of Con-
gress representing the State of Indiana and the Senators and Congress-
men of the other States of the United States.

F. HAROLD VAN ORMAN,
President of the Senate.
Harmy G. LESLIE,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Filed March 11, 1927—12.02 p. m.

F. E. SCHORTEMEIER,
Secrctary of State.
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In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great
seal of the Btate of Indiana. Done at my office in the city of Indian-
apolis this 12th day of March, A. D. 1928,

F. E. SCHORTEMEIER,
Secretary of Rtate,

Mr. FESS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cleveland
and vieinity, in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of
legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans
and their widows, which were referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

Mr. BROOKHART presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Corning, Oxford, Iowa City, Fairfield, Sioux City, Lake Mills,
Missouri Valley, and Guthrie County, all in the State of Iowa,
praying for the passage of legislation granting increased pen-
sions to Civil War veterans and their widows, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of sundry ecitizens of Marshall
County, Towa, praying for the passage of legislation providing
for equal distribution of wave lengths and power among radio
broadeasting stations in the United States in accordance with
area and population, which was referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

He also presented 4 memorial of sundry citizens of Atlantic,
Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (8. 1752)
to regulate the manufacture and sale of stamped envelopes,
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads.

Mr. JONES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Spokane
and Cheney, in the State of Washington, praying for the pas-
sage of legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War
veterans and their widows, which was referred to the Commiitee
on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of members of the Arlington
Parent-Teachers’ Association, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for
the passage of legislation creating a Federal department of
education, which was referred to the Committee on Education
and Labor,

He also presented a petition of sundry ecitizens of Hoquiam,
‘Wash., praying for the repeal of the national-origins quota pro-
vision of the existing immigration law and for retention of
quota distribution based on the census of 1800, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts presented several telegrams in
the nature of petitions—in addition to many heretofore received—
from sundry employees of the Boston Navy Yard calling atten-
tion to the necessity of relieving the present unemployment sit-
uation there, which one of the telegrams states “is working
severe hardships on many employees and their families,” and
praying for the passage of pending legislation providing ap-
propriations for reconditioning and modernizing the U. 8. 8.
Arizona and Pennsylvania, and also the Mount Vernon and
Monticello, ships of the United States Shipping Board, which
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES -

Mr. RANSDELL, from the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry, submitted the views of the minority on the hill
(8. 1093) to prevent the sale of cotton and grain in future
markets (Rept. No. 497, pt. 2).

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Commiftee on Immigration, to
which was referred the joint resolufion (8. J. Res. 113) to
amend subdivisions (b) and (e) of section 11 of the immigra-
tion act of 1924, as amended, reported it without amendment.

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Territories and In-
sular Possessions, to which was referred the bill (8. 755) pro-
viding for the biennial appointment of a board of visitors to
inspect and report upon the government and conditions in the
Philippine Islands, reported it without amendment and submit-
ted a report (No. 550) thereon.

Mr. STEBIWER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 8117) for the relief of the State of Con-
necticnf, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 551) thereon,

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. EDGE:

A Dbill (8. 3637) to provide Federal cooperation with the
States in devising means to protect valuable shore lands from
damaging erosions, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Commerce,

By Mr. McKELLAR:

A bill (8. 3638) for the relief of the estate of Milo Bond, de-
ceased ; to the Committee on Finance.
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By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts:

A bill (8. 8639) providing for the advancement of Arthur D.
Edmunds on the retired list of the Army; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr, GERRY :

A bill (8. 8640) authorizing acceptance from Peter G. Gerry
of the gift of the law library of the late Elbridge T. Gerry; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. THOMAS:

A bill (S. 8641) aunthorizing an appropriation for the con-
struction of a hard-surfaced road across Fort Reno (Okla.)
Military Reservation; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. REED of Missouri:

A bill (8. 3642) authorizing the acceptance from the Kingdom
of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes of the Order of the White
Eagle, fifth class, conferred on Walter M. Mann, United States
Army (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

A bill (S, 3643) granting an increase of compensation to
William H. Ohnsorg and Ida May Ohnsorg (with accompany-
ing papers) ; and

A Dbill (8. 3644) granting compensation to Bertha Belle Las-
ley, Ruth Norine Lasley, Wanda Evelyn Lasley, Josephine Lois
Lasley, and Wilma Henriette Lasley (with accompanying
papers) ; to the Committee on Finance.

A bill (S. 8645) granting a pension to James F. Archer (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3646) granting an increase of pension to Minnie
Berry (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dill (8. 8647) granting an increase of pension to Caldonia
D. Compton (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 3648) granting an increase of pension to Marie
Cottrill (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 8649) granting a pension to William Huckshorn
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3650) granting an increase of pension to James D.
McFadden (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3651) granting an increase of pension to Eveleen
G. Rutherford (with accompanying papers) ;
© A Dbill (8. 3652) granting an increase of pension to Annie
Seckel (with accompanying papers) ; and

A Dill (8. 3653) granting an Increase of pension to Mary J.
Sargent (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. HAWES:

A bill (8. 3654) for the relief of Eugene J. Spencer; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CARAWAY:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 114) authorizing assessments
by levee, drainage, and road districts upon unreserved public
lands in the St. Francis Levee district, State of Arkansas; to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. HEFLIN:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 115) to amend section 191 of
title 24 of the Code of Laws of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

AMENDMENT TO FLOOD CONTROL BILL

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to Senate bill 3434, the flood con-
trol bill, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed,

AMENDMENTS TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. FRAZIER submitted amendments intended to be proposed
by him to House bill 11577, the Agricultural Department appro-
priation bill, which were referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed, as follows:

Under the item for * Inspection and guarantine,” on page 17, line 17,
strike out the figures “ $712,300 ” and insert in lieu thereof * $714,600.”

Under the item for * Tuberculosis eradication’™ on page 18, line 4,
strike out the figures * $5,718,810" and insert in llen thereof
“ $3,726,710."

Under the same item on page 18, line 6, strike out the figures
*$1,115,180 " and insert in lieu thereof * $1,123,580."

Under the item for ' Tick eradication" on page 19, line 24, strike
out the figures “ $709,800 " and insert in Heu thereof * $710,500."

Under the item for * Hog-cholera control™ on page 21, line 19, strike
ont the figures * $441,070 " and insert in lieu thereof * $442,670."

Under the proviso for “ Virus-serum control,” page 21, line 22, strike
out the figures * $256,310 " and insert in lien thereof “ $257,810."

Under the item for * Meat inspection ™ on page 23, line 12, strike out
the figures “ $2,176,400 "' and insert in lieu thereof “ $2,202,660."
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PROTECTION OF AMERICAN RIGHTS IN CUBA

Mr. SHIPSTEAD submitted the following resolution (8. Res,
%:58). which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
ons;

Whereas the Congress of the United States by an amendment (known
as the Platt amendment) to the Army appropriation act, approved
March 2, 1901, defined the conditions under which the Executive could
turn over to the people of Cuba the government of that island; and

Whereas one of such conditions was that certain parts of the said
amendment should be included in the constitution of the Cuban govern-
ment, and also included in a permanent treaty with the United States;
and

Whereas the specified provisions of such amendment were made a part
of the constitution of the Republic of Cuba, and also embodied in a
treaty signed May 22, 1903 ; and

Whereas certain of the provisions of said amendment so made a part
of the constitution of Cuba, and so embodied in the permanent treaty
with Cuba, were designed and intended to afford protection to the
property and persons of citizens of the United States resident in such
island ; and

Whereas many citizens of the United States resident in Cuba claim
to have been denled the protection provided and guaranteed in said
trenty and constitutional amendment : Now therefore be it

Resolved, That the Committee on boreign Relations is hereby directed
to cause an investigation to be made for the purpose of ascertalning
whether said claims so made by American citizens are true, and, if found
to be true, to recommend such procedure and measures as will secure
to said citizens of the United States the protection of life and property,
as provided in said treaty and conpstitutional amendment.

SALES OF FOREIGN MANUFACTURED LEATHER
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I send a resolution to the desk

which I ask to have read and lie over under the rule.
The resolution (8. Res. 169) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the United States Tariff Commission is hereby requested
to investigate and report to the Senate the extent of sales of foreign
manufactured leather from goat ekins and kid skins in the United States
since January 1, 1925, and the rates of wages pald workers in the
tanning of black and colored kid in the United States and competing
countries.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do not understand that the
Senator from Pennsylvania is asking for the present considera-
tion of the resolution, but that it may lie over under the rule.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That it may lie over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over under
the rule.

MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF STAMPED ENVELOPES

Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
170), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, or any
duly authorized subcommittee thereof, hereby is authorized and directed
to investigate the merits of Senate bill No. 1752, Seventieth Congress,
first session, a bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of stamped
envelopes.

For the purposes of this resolution such committee or subcommittee
is authorized to hold such hearings, to sit at such times and places, to
employ such stenographic assistants to report such hearings, at a cost
not to exceed 25 cents per hundred words, to require the attendance of
such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and docu-
ments, to administer such oaths, and take such testimony as it deems
advisable.

The expenses of such investigation, which shall not exceed the sum
of £1,000, shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Benate.

Such committee or subcommittee shall report to the Senate at the
earliest practicable date, with such recommendations as it considers
proper.

DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2300)
authorizing B. K. Morse, his successors and assigns (or his or
their heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Delaware River at
or near Burlington, N, J., which were, on page 1, line 5, to
strike out *successors and assigns (or his or their”; on page
1, line 6, to strike out *“) ”; on page 2, line 7, to strike out
“ successors and assigns (or his or their”; on page 2, line 8,
to strike out *) "; on page 2, lines 20 and 21, to strike out
“ guecessors and assigns (or his or their™; on page 2, line 22,
to strike out “) "; on page 4, line 1, after the word * shall,”
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to insert “at any time”; on page 4, line 11, to strike out
“thirty ” and insert “ twenty”; on page 4, lines 24 and 25, to
strike out * sueccessors and assigns (or his or their”; on page
4, line 25, to strike out “)"; on page 5, line 16, to strike out
“ guecessors and assigns (or his or their ”; on page 5, line 17,
to strike out “) ”; on page 5, line 18, to strike out the word
“jits " and insert “his"; on page 6, lines 1 and 2, to strike out
“ successors and assigns (or his or their”; on page 6, line 2, to
strike out “) ”; and to amend the title so as to read: “An act
authorizing E. K. Morse, his heirs, legal representatives, and
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Delaware River at or near Burlington, N. J.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate concur
in the amendments of the House,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas., Will the Senator explain
briefly the effect of his motion?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It is a bridge bill in the usual
form except that it is made to an individual, as many of them
are, and contains the words * successors and assigns,” which, of
course, are inappropriate in a case of an individual. The
House struck out those words quite properly. That is all that
is done.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, I think there can be no ob-
jection to the maotion.

The motion was agreed to.

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read
twice by their titles and referred as indicated below :

H. R 325. An act repealing existing law requiring the Post-
master General to report action taken on claims of postmas-
ters; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,

H. R.328. An act to relieve the Territory of Alaska from the
necessity of filing bonds or security in legal proceedings in
which such Territory is interested; to the Committee on the
Judiciary. 3

H.R.5746. An act to authorize the appraisal of certain Gov-
ernment property, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

H. R. 9710. An act for the relief of the State of South Caro-
lina ; to the Committee on Claims.

H. R. 10360. An act to confer additional jurisdiction upon the
Court of Claims under an act entitled “An act authorizing the
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court
of Claims,” approved May 14, 1926; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

H. R. 10884. An act to amend the act entitled “An aet to carry
into effect provisions of the convention between the United
States and Great Britain to regulate the level of Lake of the
Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 1925,” approved
May 22, 1926 ; to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

H. R.11020. An act validating certain applications for and
entries of public lands; and

H. R.11023. An act to add certain lands to the Lassen Vol-
canic National Park in the Sierra Nevada Mountains of the
State of California; to the Committee on FPublic Lands and
Surveys.

H. R. 7903. An act to authorize the erection at Clinton, Samp-
son County, N. C,, of a monument in commemoration of William
Rufus King, former Vice President of the United States;

H.R. 105644, An act to abolish the office of administrative
assistant and disbursing officer in the Library of Congress and
to reassign the duties thereof; and

H.R.11482. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled
“An act to authorize an appropriation for the care, mainte-
nance, and improvement of the burial grounds containing the
remains of Zachary Taylor, former President of the United
States, and the memorial shaft erected to his memory, and for
other purposes,” approved February 24, 1925; to the Committee
on the Library.

H. R.405. An act providing for horticultural experiment and
demonstration work in the southern Great Plains area;

H. R. 484, An act to amend section 10 of the plant guarantine
act, approved August 20, 1912;

H. R.487. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for pre-
venting the manufacture, gale, or transportation of adulterated
or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medi-
cines, and liguors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for
other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, as amended ;

H. R.10374. An act for the acquisition of lands for an addi-
tion to the Beal Nursery at East Tawas, Mich. ; and

H. R. 11074. An act to promote the agriculture of the United
States by expanding in the foreign field the service now ren-
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dered by the United States Department of Agriculture in acquir-
ing and diffusing useful information regarding agriculture, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry.

H.R. 6492, An act to authorize the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Charleston, 8. C., a certain bronze cannon;

H. R. 11140. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle
field of Kings Mountain, 8, C.; and

H. J. Res. 177. Joint resolution authorizing the erection of a
flagstaff at Fort Sumter, Charleston, 8. C,, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Hess, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
approved and signed the following aects:

On March 12, 1928:

8.1705. An act authorizing the Court of Claims to render
judgment in favor of the administrator of or collector for the
estate of Peter P. Pitchlynn, deceased, instead of the heirs of
Peter P. Pitchlynn, and for other purposes;

S.1946. An act relative to the pay of certain retired warrant
officers and enlisted men and warrant officers and enlisted men
of the reserve forces of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps. and the
Coast Guard, fixed under the terms of the Panama Canal act,
as amended ; and

8.2002. Anact authorizing the States of Wisconsin and Michi-
gan to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge
across the Menominee River at or near Marinette, Wis.

On March 13, 1928:

§.700, An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
execute an agreement with the Middle Rio Grande conservancy
district providing for conservation, irrigation, drainage, and
flood control for the Pueblo Indian lands in the Rio Grande
Valley, N. Mex., and for other purposes; and

8.1531. An act anthorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to
sell the Weather Bureaun station known as Mount Weather, in
the counties of Loudoun and Clarke, in the State of Virginia.

PROTECTION OF WATERSHEDS

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxgs in the chair) laid
before the Senate the amendment of the House of Representa-
tives to the bill (8. 1181) authorizing an appropriation to be
expended under the provisions of section 7 of the act of March
1, 1911, entitled “An act to enable any State to cooperate with
any other State or States, or with the United States, for the
protection of the watersheds of navigable streams, and to ap-
point a commission for the acquisition of lands for the purpose
of conserving the navigability of navigable rivers,” as amended,
which was, on page 2, to strike out all after “270),” in line 3,
down to and including the word “expended” in line 11, and
insert “available July 1, 1928, $2,000,000; available July 1,
1929, $2,000,000; in all for this period, $4,000,000.”

Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate disagree to the
amendment of the House, request a conference on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that the Chair appoint
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the Presiding Officer appointed
Mr. McNary, Mr. KEves, and Mr. RANSDELL conferees on the
part of the Senate,

EETIREMENT OF DISABLED EMERGENCY OFFICERS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera-
tion of the unfinished business, Senate bill 777.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 777) making eligible for retirement,
under certain conditions, officers and former officers of the
Army of the United States, other than officers of the Regular
Army, who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in
the service of the United States during the World War,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I hope the bill will pass.
A similar bill was first introduced in 1921 and passed by the
Senate in 1922, and again in 1925. The officers covered by the
bill are the only officers for whom no retirement has been pro-
vided by previous legislation. I think it is fair and just to
these emergency officers that they should be given the privileges
set out in the bill. An emergency officer who has suffered 30
p[er cent disability in line of duty is entitled to this considera-
tion.

I shall not take the time of the Senate to discuss the matter
in detail, but I hope an early vote may be had.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator
from Florida a question. I understood him to say that the
pending bill is identical with the bill which we passed on previ-
ous occasions, Did I correctly understand the Senator?
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Mr. FLETCHER. I do not mean to say that it is identical.
I am not sure about that, but in substance it is the same
nmeasure,

Mr, WILLIS. I have not yet had an opportunity to give a
careful study to the bill, but I have been told——

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, if the Senator
will permit me, as a matter of fact I think the bill is identical
with the bill which has heretofore passed the Senate on two
different oceasions,

Mr, WILLIS. I recall that we passed a similar bill and I
supported it, but I have been told that there have been some
changes in the pending bill. However, the Senator advises me
now that it is substantially the same bill.

Mr. FLETCHER. It is substantially the same bill that was
passed in 1922 and again in 1925

Mr. WILLIS. Is that the understanding of the Senator
from Pennsylvania?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; it is practically the same
bill that has passed before in the Senate.

Mr. WILLIS. I thank the Senator.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Mr. President, there are a
number of Senators here this morning who were not present
vesterday afternoon, and while I do not intend to repeat all
that I said then, I want to say now for the benefit of Senators
who were not here that the bill is opposed for three reasons,
most of which are not known to the individuals in the veterans’
organizations who have advocated the bill. I believe that when
the enlisted men of the World War Army learn what is in the
bill they will be almost unanimous in their denunciation of us
for having passed it, if we do pass it.

The bill carries an increased expense for officers now rated
at 30 per cent or more disabled of only $2,060,000. That
amount doubtless will be increased by the addition of other
officers to the eligible class. The total amount being spent by
the Veterans’ Bureau is $405,000,000 a year—at least that much
was spent last year—so that the additional cost, while it is a
large amount, is not important compared with the aggregate.

But here is a point that Senators ought to bear in mind: The
bill creates the most eruel and inexcusable diserimination in
favor of ecmmissioned officers and against the enlisted men of
the Army. The bill will affect practically 3,000 officers out of a
total of 243,000 veterans who are now receiving compensation
for disability. The other 240,000 get absolutely nothing out
of the provisions of this bill. The bill does not graduate the
amount of compensation that is paid according to the degree of
the disability—not at all. It does not graduate it according
to the occupation of the injured veteran or the degree to which
his efficiency in that oecupation has been reduced. Here is the
way it works: If a major is classed as 30 per cent or more dis-
abled he gets a retirement pay of $2,250 a year. The result is
that while for comparatively trivial injuries a major gets
that $2,250 a year, the severely crippled enlisted veteran, one
whose condifion is most pitiable, can not get more than $1,200
a year.

Now, what are the enlisted men of the World War Army going
to say to Senators who voted for this bill when they discover
that a major who is a clerk and has lost two fingers gets nearly
twice as much as does the enlisted man of any occupation whose
back is broken or who has lost two legs, and who gets only
$1,200 a year? We shall never be able to explain why we
have diseriminated against the enlisted man in favor of the
officer, and not in favor of all officers, mind you. The second
lientenant gets nothing from this bill. The second lieutenant
who has lost both legs will get $1,200 a year, and no more, just
the same as the enlisted man, while the higher-ranking officers
with comparatively slight disabilities will get twice and more
than twice as much as the junior officers and the enlisted men.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, if I may interrupt the
Senator from Pennsylvania, my recollection of the hearings is
that it developed that the enlisted men would fare better under
the compensation adjustment provided under the Veterans'
Bureau act than they would if they were provided for in the
pending bill.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Of course, if they were in-
cluded in the bill on the basis of their salary while in the
Army, they would not get as much as they are now getting;
but why discriminate between injured men according to the
pay they then received? Why not grade them according to
their civilian occupations and the extent of their injuries?
These men are all civilians; they were only temporarily in
gm Army; the Army pay was but a brief incident in their

ves,

This bill preposes to compensate injured officers according
to the pay they received during their temporary service, giving
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them three-fourths of that amount for life. It pays no atten-
tion to the degree of their injuries further than to provide
that the disability must be 30 per cent or more. It also dis-
criminates between officers in a perfectly cruel and inex-
cusable way. If we take the regular schedules of the Veterans'
Bureaun and see how this measure will work out, we must
discover such inexcusable contrasts as those pointed out yes-
terday Dbetween the chemist and the bacteriologist, each of
whom may have lost a leg at the knee.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator from Penn-
sylvania tell us what these men would get under the bill?

Mr. CUTTING. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator from
Penusylvania a question?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I shall be glad to yield to the
Senator from New Mexico for that purpose, and then I will
answer the question of the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. CUTTING. Does not that diserimination exist between
the bacteriologist and the chemist under the present arrange-
ment; that is, under the law and regulations of the Veterans'
Burean?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The present diserimination
amounts to about $4 a month, while this bill will make it
amount to over $200 a month.

Mr. CUTTING. But the faet that such discrimination exists
will not be due to the passage of this proposed legislation?

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. The fact that the discrimina-
tion will be multiplied many fold will be due to the passage
of this measure. The Veterans' Bureau has constructed a
rating schedule under which, merely for the purpose of illustra-
tion, I pointed out that the bacteriologist who loses his leg at
the knee is rated 29 per cent disabled, while the chemist who
loses his leg at the kuoee is rated 33 per cent disabled.

Mr. CUTTING. Could not that particular discrimination be
corrected by legislation directed toward the Veterans' Bureau
rating system rather than bringing it up in connection with this
particular measure?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Of course it could; but the rat-
ing schedule contains thousands and thousands of iftems; it is
carefully made up, and it has met the general approval of the
YVeterans' Bureau and of all who have had to do with it. We
may eliminate this, if we will, and yet 10,000 other similar
inconsistencies will still remain.

Mr., BINGHAM. DMr. President——

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. I yield to the Senator from
Connecticut.

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Cur-
TINe] will realize that in making the discrimination between
the bacteriologist and the chemist the Veterans' Bureau has
obviously considered the fact that the chemist while at work
must walk rapidly back and forth at his table when he is car-
rying on his experiments, while the bacteriologist is chiefly
engaged in sitting at a table with a microscope. Therefore,
although both may be similarly dizabled, the degree of disa-
bilitv incurred by a former bacteriologist while rated at 29 per
cent is not guite so great as the degree of disability incurred
by a former chemist who is rated 33 per cent disabled. To-day
there is no injustice even if the Senator from New Mexico, as I
can see by the expression of his face, thinks that both the bac-
teriologist and the chemist are equally affected and both should
have received ratings of 29 per cent or both should have re-
ceived ratings of 33 per cent; but the present rating making a
difference of only $4 a month does not matter very much.
The board which has these ratings to make is able to do so
without any great amonnt of pressure being brought ; but if this
bill should go into effect, when the former bacteriologist finds
that he continues to receive only $29 a month while the former
chemist receives over $200 a month, then the pressure will be
tremendous to increase the rating of the bacteriologist from
29 per cent to 30 per cent; and it is almost safe to say that no
doctor will successfully resist an appeal to go contrary to what
he believes is the actual rating in order to give the bacteriologist
1 per cent more so that he may get $200 a month more.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, understand, if
yvou please, that the bacteriologist and the chemist are merely
illustrative cases taken from the occupations listed in the rating
schedules and with thousands of varieties of injuries to apply
them to. It is easy to go right down this 80 per cent line
as to all oceupations and all injuries and find similar contrasts
that will horrify Senators, as I hope the illustration that I
have given horrifies them.

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Penonsylvania. I should like to finish, if the
Senator will permit me.




1928

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; for a guestion.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Would not the same discrepancy
which exists in the Senator’s hypothetical case of these two

. scientists also exist as between an enlisted man and a Regular
officer who has been retired?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. As I think was said at least
fifty times yesterday, if it is desired to compare Regular officers
and their system of retirement pay that has existed for gen-
erations, and to ignore all the reasons for the existence of that
gystem, the contrast can be found; yes.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. Mr. President, as I un-
derstand, the premises upon which this proposed legislation is
based is that it is the intent to place the emergency officers
of the Army upon the same retirement basis as the Regular
officers and as the emergency officers of the Marine Corps and
Navy have already been placed by action of Congress.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. This bill does not propose to
place them on the same basis as the Regular officers by any
means. It requires that emergency officers be 80 per cent dis-
abled in order to obtain retirement pay, whereas it is not neces-
sary for a Regular officer to be disabled at all in order to get
it. If he is marked class B, after a certain number of years
of service, he gets limited retirement pay; if he has served
for 32 years and asks for retirement, although he is per-
fectly fit, he is retired on retirement pay; if he reaches 64
years of age, and is still perfectly fit, he is retired on retire-
ment pay, and there is no 30 per cent degree of disability line
applicable to him, This bill is merely a step in that direction,
taken for the purpose of benefiting a comparatively few of the
injured emergency officers of the World War. There were about
12,000 of them disabled to some extent during the war, and
this bill picks out 3,000 of them for exceptionally favored
treatment. I say that it is an absolutely indefensible distine-
tion to draw.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Has not Congress already drawn that
distinetion in so far as the emergency officers in the Marine
Corps and the Navy are concerned?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. A small number 0f officers of
the Navy and Marine Corps received the benefit of a retirement
measure, which lasted for one year and which was attached to
an appropriation bill back in 1920, A still larger number of
naval and Marine Corps officers did not take advantage of it

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will ask the Senator from Maine if
that is the correct statement of the history of the legislation?

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, a larger number of officers were
affected by that legislation than would come in under this bill.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. On the present ratings, yes;
but a very large number of Navy and Marine Corps officers are
urging the amendment which the Senator from Maine has
offered so as to bring them in, because at present they do not
get the benefit of that old provision.

Mr. HALE. Not a large number; I think there are 202
in all.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Veterans' Bureau showed
something less than 200 in the report made last January, which
is a pretty considerable number.

Now, let me point out one more distinction, and 1 have fin-
ished. An enlisted man who was a noncommissioned officer of
a line regiment, particularly one who was first sergeant in a
company or a battery of a line regiment is one of the finest
types of Americans that I know anything about. In passing
this bill we say to that man, even if a machine-gun bullet
went through his spine and left his legs paralyzed, even if his
two arms were blown off, even if his legs were blown off, he is
only fit to get one-half as much as is given to a major or a
lieutenant colonel whose injury, in all moral certainty, had
nothing whatever to do with the war.

Take just such cases as this: I had a friend who came to
Washington on November 6, 1918, a civilian, with no military
training whatsoever. He was given a commission as a lieu-
tenant colonel in the Judge Advocate General’s Department of
the Army, and he was a member of the World War Army for
exactly six days, because he was discharged the day after the
armistice. Under the present legislation, which is intentionally
liberal so as to make it easy for soldiers who suffer eonstitu-
tional diseases fraceable back to war time to connect their injury
with their service, it is provided that insanity or tuberculosis
oceurring prior to January 1, 1925, is conclusively presumed to
be due to one’s war service. Apply that to this lieutenant
colonel who served six days in uniform in Washington. If
that man were to have gone crazy prior to the 1st of January,
1925, he would now go on retirement pay at $2,625 a year.
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How can you explain that to the enlisted man who was cruelly
wounded in action?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. DMr. President, may I ask the Senator
if this friend of his has gone crazy?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. He has not.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from Pennsylvania keeps
reciting these hypothetical cases. Does the Senator know of
any actual cases?

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania. Oh, I know of actual cases. I
have thousands of them here, if the Senator from Connecticut
will allow me to show them.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I much prefer to have the Senator
discuss actual cases than to have him discuss hypothetical cases.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, All right; I will give the Sena-
tor some actual cases from my own State.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, what I should prefer even more
is that the Senator suggest some modifications, some amend-
ments to this bill, that might avert these inequalities.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. How can we do it?

Mr. GLASS. That is what I want to know,

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania. How ean you start with a false
premise that men are entitled to more because they had a com-
mission than because they had an enlistment contract? How
can you base compensation on that, disregarding entirely the
degree of their injury, or the kind of occupation that they are
solely fitted to follow, and the effect of that injury on that
occupation? It disregards the two essential elements in the
measurement of disability, and sets up a wholly false standard.
You can not amend it, I am afraid, to make it any less unjust
than it now is.

Let me give the Senator from Wisconsin an illustration that
comes within my own acquaintance.

Here is Mr. William John McGregor, of Wilkinsburg, Pa.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I do not ask the Sena-
tor to give the names.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am glad to do so.

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. The Senator stated yesterday that he
preferred not to give them; and I should not like to be respon-
gible for their names being given if the Senator thinks there
is any reason why they should not be.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. In this case there is no rea-
son. This man is a distinguished citizen of Allegheny County,
western Pennsylvania. He was a first lientenant of Infantry in
the World War. He was struck by a shell, and both of his legs
were blown off. He had previously served gallantly in several
actions. He was a physician; that was his occupation; but he
wanted the front-line service, and he got it. He is classed as
permanently totally disabled. He receives from the Veterans'
Burean $100 per month, plus a $50 allowance to enable him to
have an attendant, because he is so completely crippled. He
gets $150 a month under the present law. This law wounld cut
him down to $125 per month.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, he does not have to
take advantage of it if he does not want to,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, No; of course not, and he will
not.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. If he prefers to stay under the bureaun
rating, he has the option of doing so.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Absolutely; he has the option;
but I am trying to show you what this law does not do for
deserving cases and what it does do for undeserving cases.

Now I want to call your attention to another case in Penn-
sylvania, which we will leave nameless for obvious reasons—
another physician. He lives down near Philadelphia. He is
now 54 years old. He never got anywhere near the front. He
never left the United States. He is classed permanently totally
disabled because he has diabetes; and the bets are a hundred
to one that if he had never seen the Army, and if there had
never been any war, he would have had the same case of dia-
betes that he has to-day. This bill advances that gentleman—
and I am not making fun of him at all—from $100 to $150.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield.

AMr. FRAZIER. If this man is given total disability for
diabetes, it must be because the examining physicians decided
that it was caused by his service in the Army.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, It is because the first symptoms
of diabetes occurred while he was holding his commission. It
was an injury incurred in line of duty, therefore, or a disease
contracted within the meaning of the law; and he gets the
compensation, although the Senator knows, as 1 do, that the
chances are a hundred to one that he would have had the
same diabetes if there never had been any war at all.

Now, let me go on and give you some more cases.
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Mr. FRAZIER. It seems to me that is quite a criticism on
the physicians who pass on these cases, if the Senator is going
to make a statement of that kind.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No; I do not think it is a eriti-
cism on anybody.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. KING, I ask the Senator from North Dakota—I think
he is on the Pensions Committee; I was on it for a number of
years—if it is mot a fact that thousands of persons draw
pensions awarded to them many, many years—30 or 40 years
after the close of the Civil War—upon the hypothesis that
the injuries now existing are traceable back to their service in
the war?

Mr. FRAZIER. 1 would not say there are thousands of such
cases. Undoubtedly there are some, though. There may be
thousands, as far as that goes; but even if there are, I do not
know that there ig anything so very wrong about it.

Mr. KING. Oh, I am not making any criticism. I am merely
asking if it is not a fact that that is the case.

Mr. FRAZIER. There are a great many ; I do not know how
many.

Mr. KING. And may I say to the Senator there are more
than 42,000 applications now filed with the Veterans’ Burean
by the reserve officers—amd there were less than 200,000 of
them—more than one-fifth of them having already filed applica-
tions claiming disabilities resulting from the war, and, of course,
if they establish them they will immediately go on the list.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield,
if the last doctor he mentioned, who is rated as totally disabled,
is actually totally disabled, may I ask the Senator whether he
feels that $150 a month is too much for him to receive?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not begrudge him the $150
a month in the least; but I say if you are going to give it to him
you ought to give it to the veteran who is worse disabled from
service that undoubtedly caused his injury.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If a man is totally disabled, it seems
to me that it is not a question of the degree of his disability,
because that has already been fixed as being total.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; and therefore if two veter-
ans are completely and totally disabled, and one of them, fur-
thermore, is not able to get around because his legs were shot
off, I say it is a hideous discrimination to treat the one who still
has his legs and can get around and do something better than
you treat the man who can not get around at all.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of course, I do not know anything
about this diabetic doctor's condition, but he may be as com-
pletely disabled as the man who has lost both limbs.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. All right. Let me give the
Senator some more instances.

Here is another physician who lives in eastern Pennsylvania
who is classed as permanently totally disabled from epilepsy.
The disease began to show itself during the war service. Now,
we know as surely as we know anything in medicine that epi-
lepsy is very largely hereditary. The chances are that that
man’s epilepsy goes back for its cause to the Napoleonic wars
instead of the World War, or a century or more before that;
and yet, because his disease came in his war service, and be-
cause it disables him completely, he is entitled to the $100 for
permanent disability. This bill would raise him to $187.50 a
month.

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Let me finish the contrast, and
then I will yield.

Right next to that is a second lieutenant whose right wrist
was fractured, who had a machine-gun bullet through his right
leg, who suffers to-day from general paralysis; and this bill, if
he elected to go in under it, would cut him down from $100 to
$93.75 a month.

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, he does not have to be cut
down, does he, unless he elects to do so?

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania, I am talking about the terms of
the legislation that the Senator seems to be about to sponsor,
and I am trying to tell him now some of the questions that he
is going to have to answer when totally disabled enlisted men
come to see him after this bill has become a law. To that
extent I think I am doing him a good service.

Mr. CUTTING. May I say that I have been answering those
questions for nine years to the complete satisfaction of the
totally disabled enlisted men I have talked to on the subject.

Mr. REED of Peansylvania. Here is another one that the
Senator might perhaps be asked to answer——

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President——
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Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. TYSON. I wish to ask the Senator if these things would
not have happened just the same, would they not have been
retired just the same, if they had been Regular Army officers?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; I grant that.

Mr. TYSON. The whole theory of this bill is that it is trying
to put the emergency officers on an equal basis with the Regular
Army officers. I should be glad if the Senator would answer
why an emergency officer who goes into the war and suffers the
same injury under the same conditions should not be retired
under the same conditions as a Regular Army officer is going
to be retired under like conditions. That is the point he has
never answered, and can not answer, as I understand.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If we are going to discuss the
matter from that standpoint, perhaps the Senator will explain to
me why he limits the benefits of his bill to officers who are
30 per cent or more disabled. The regular retirement is not
limited in that way.

Mr. TYSON. It is because of the fact that that is supposed
to be about as fair a way as we can limit the thing.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Why limit it at all? The regu-
lars are not limited.

Mr. TYSON. It is a question of opinion, after all is said and
done. It may be very hard to draw the line. At least, we can
not tell exactly whether a man ought to be retired or not. You
know very well that it has to be, after all, the judgment of the
doctors who examine a man; and this 30 per cent has been con-
sidered about as fair a proposition as we can give to the Senate
and to the country, and one that will come as near doing justice
to all officers concerned as any that we can find.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Why does the Senator put in
the 30 per cent at all? The regular is not confronted with any
30 per cent.

Mr. TYSON. The Legion wanted to put in 20 per cent in
1923 ; and the Military Affairs Committee would not permit 20
per cent to be put in, but insisted upon putting in 30 per cent.
That is the reason why it is not lower than it is.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. But the regular officer is not
confronted with any per cent. He goes before a retiring board,
and they say whether in fact he is disabled.

Mr. TYSON. That is very true; but this is the best we could
do with it. If we can not give exact justice, we want to give
all the justice we can.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator would know how
to frame the bill so as to provide that the emergency officer
should go before a retiring board, too; would he not? If you
want to prevent any contrast between regular and temporary
officers, why do you not give the temporary officer the privilege
of going before a retiring board?

Mr. McKEELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator vote for the bill if it is
amended so as to carry ouf the views of the Senator in that
regard?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I most certainly will not. Fur-
thermore, you say you are trying to avoid any contrast between
the two classes of officers. The regular has the privilege of re-
tirement for age. Why do you not give that privilege to the
emergency officer, and give every one of them who is 64 years
old a service pension?

Mr. TYSON. We are undertaking only to retire officers who
are disabled. The officers of age are not asking for this retire-
ment, and they are satisfied to have it based on 30 per cent.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The trouble with this bill is,
Mr. President, that it is based on a false premise, and it can not
be amended so as to do justice. It starts out by forgetting all
about the enlisted man, and it undertakes to correct a supposed
injustice by comparing regular officers and temporary officers,
although their two cases are not comparable. Basing a bill on
that contrast, and ignoring all of the second lieutenants and en-
listed men of the Army, is going to create a much greater dis-
crimination than there possibly could be said to exist to-day,
and is going to be bitterly resented by the people against whom
yon are diseriminating,

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator
that every organization of veterans in this country has indorsed
this bill. If there were any organization one might think
would be opposed to this bill, it would be the organization of
disabled veterans of the World War, enlisted men. I have here
a long resolution of the Disabled American Veterans of the
World War passed in Cincinnpati, Ohio. I do not wish to take
up the time to read it, but it indorses this bill in unmeasured
terws,
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I will say, furthermore, that every reputable organization
in this country that has considered this matter has already
indorsed this bill. It has been before the public for nine years,
and to say that the enlisted men who take any interest in this
matter are not informed as to the bill, it seems to me is making
a misstatement of fact. I ecan not imagine how people could be
more thoroughly informed as to any bill than they are about
this bill. I have had more correspondence, and I dare say every
other Senator, and every Member of the House, for that matter,
has had more correspondence and more indorsement of this bill
perhaps than of any other bill that has been before Congress
in the last 10 years. It seems to me people are fully informed
of it. They indorse it in the highest terms.

In reference to the statement that it has not been fully
discussed before the American Legion conventions, Mr. Presi-
dent, I want to call attention to the fact that at the Omaha
convention, some few years ago, the matter was brought to the
floor of the convention, and a legionnaire who had formerly fa-
vored this measure, but who now, as a Member of Congress, is
opposing it, took the floor of the convention and appealed to
the legionnaires to prevent discrimination against the enlisted
men, and to vote against a continued advoecacy of this measure.
That Congressman spoke upon the subject twice, in an appealing
and persuasive manner, but his appeals to the veterans to desert
the disabled officers failed in its purpose, and the convention
voted overwhelmingly to continue this fight for justice. Since
that time no one has spoken against the measure on the floor of
a Legion convention. :

It seems to me that that is sufficient to indicate that the
measure has been fully discussed before the conventions which
have been held during the last nine years, and I believe that
the enlisted men, and every one concerned in this matter, is
fully informed of the situation. If there is anybody who does
not indorse it, I am not aware of it.

It appears to me that we have had time enough to find out
whether or not the disabled veterans of the World War, the
enlisted men, and officers indorse it or not. We have had noth-
ing else but indorsements from every sort and kind of organiza-
tion from all over this couniry and the press of the country.
I have failed to note a single editorial or statement made in
any paper that failed to indorse this legislation.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator
from Tennessee that I think one of the reasons why the press
of the country have indorsed this legislation, and why repeated
conventions of the American Legion and other veterans’ or-
ganizations have indorsed it, is a failure on their part to
understand the technieal term, *retirement” in the Army?
These indorsements are due to the constant repetition of the
statement that we have heard on the floor here, not only within
the last two days, but within the last five or six years, since
the debate first began, that this is a measure to put emergency
officers of the World War on the same basis as Regular officers
in case of retirement when they are disabled, when that is not
true. The reason why people do not know it is not true is
becanse they are not familiar with retirement in the Regular
Army. The proponents of this bill are asking for the emergency
officers a kind of retirement privilege and payment duoe to
injuries received during the war which the officers of the Regular
Army do not receive.

As 1 stated yesterday—and it seems as though it ought not
to be necessary to state it again to-day, but it is difficult for
some persons to believe it—a Regular officer retired for injuries
received during the World War is not retired at the rank he
held during the war, but at his permanent rank., The Senator
from Tennessee himself has advocated legislation before the
Military Affairs Committee to give certain friends of his in the
Regular Army the titles they held during the war. He has said
that it would not increase their pay; he merely wants certain
officers who were retired with the regular rank of colonel to
receive the retired rank of General, becanse they held the rank
of brigadier or major general during the World War.

We had two or three brilliant lieutenant generals during the
World War in the Regular Army. They were not retired with
the rank of lientenant general, or with 75 per cent of the pay
of that rank. The officers retired in the Regular Army after
the World War were retired with the pay of their regular rank,
which was part of their contract, part of the equity which they
had earned through years of serviece. If an officer in the
Regular Army during the World War, a recent graduate of

. West Point and having a commission as a second lieutenant in
the Regular Army, had gone to France in charge of a battalion,
as some of them did, he would have had the temporary grade
of major, as many of them did. Had he then been injured and
retired, he would not have retired with the grade of major, or
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with a major’s pay as the Senator from Tennessee knows per-
fectly well.

If a civilian, like myself, coming into the Army, fortunately
receiving a field officer’s commission, without previous service
in the Army, or very little of it, and having a major's commis-
sion, was injured or disabled so as to receive benefits under
this bill, he will not receive the benefits of a second lieutenant,
he will receive the benefits of a major. He is not to be treated
like a Regular officer.

The truth is that this bill does for the emergency officer what
we do not do for the regular officer, and the country does not
know it; the veterans do not know it. There are very few peo-
ple in the country, very few men in Congress, even, who under-
stand all the provisions of retirement in the Regular Army.
That is one of the reasons why there has been so much sym-
pathy for this bill, because it was supposed that it gave to
the emergency officers the privileges which they would have
had had they been retired from the Regular Army; and that
is nmot true. 2

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield.

Mr. CUTTING. I would like to ask the Senator from Con-
necticut whether it is not true that all Regular Army officers
had their retirement pay increased in the pay act of 1922, and
whether that does not more or less equalize the situation as
between the Regular Army officers and the temporary officers
who served during the war?

Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr. President, because by that act, my
recollection is, we increased the pay all through the Army.
We increased the pay of all classes of officers. We increased
the pay so that it would depend on length of service, which is
the proper way for it to be done; and in order to create no in-
justices with the regular officers retiring after that date, as
compared with those retired previously, we raised the rates of
officers who had previously retired, so that they would receive
the amount which they would have gotten had they been re-
tired after that date.

Mr. CUTTING. Perhaps I did not make myself very clear.
My understanding was that the Regular officer who was raised
a couple of grades during his temporary service in the war had
about the proportionate amount of extra retirement pay giyven
him through the pay act of 1922, This measure, as I under-
stand it, bases the pay of the emergency retired officers on the
pay that they would have received at the time of the war.
Does not that equalize the two?

Mi;. BINGHAM. Obh, no, Mr. President; the differences are
great,

Everyone in the Senate has the highest regard for the former
Senator from New York, Mr. Wadsworth, who made a very
careful study of all Army matters, who was the author of
most of the bills in connection with the national defense, so
far as the Army was concerned, during the many years of his
services here. I should like to have the Secretary read a copy
of a letter which Senator Wadsworth sent out to those who
criticized him for his attitude on this bill, which explains, in
the language of an expert on these matters, exactly why he was
opposed to this legislation, which, on the face of it, appears
to so many people to be fair and just, but which actually is
unjust, unfair, and un-American,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will read.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

COPY OF LETTER BY SENATOR WADSWORTH REGARDING RETIREMEXT OF
DISABLED EMERGENCY OFFICERS

I have your letter of March 20 in which you ask me a number of
questions concerning the emergency officers’ retirement bill. 'To tell the
honest truth, it was a matter of considerable surprise to the Congress
to find that in the hurry of war-time legislation a provision had been
inserted in one of the naval appropriation bills providing for the retire-
ment, at three-fourths pay, of Naval Reserve officers and Marine Reserve
officers. No such suggestion was made to the Congress relating to the
National Army or National Guard serving in the war. For some time
after the cessation of hostilities the provision of the naval appropria-
tion bill referred to above remained upon the statute books. But
finally the number of Naval Reserve officers applying for retirement
under its provisions became so great that the Congress, acting upon a
very eclear intimation from President Harding, decided that these
provisions should terminate. According to my best recollection, the
Congress fixed October 1, 1921, as the upset date for the operation
of this retirement machinery., I remember very well the character of
the discussion indulged in at the time. There was a strong feeling
among many Members of the Congress that a mistake had been made
In the war-time legislation. Of course, men differed in their views
upon this matter at that time as they do mow. I am merely giving
you a little sketch of what occurred.
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Let me answer your questions in a general way. The fault I find in
this kind of legislation is just this: Instead of disability being com-
pensated by the Government in accordance with its severity it is to be
compensated in accordance with rank. If a first sergeant loses his right
arm he receives from the Government something like $70 or $80 a
month under the World War veterans’ act. If the emergency officers’
retirement bill goes through, a captain who has lost his right arm will
receive from the Government three-fourths of his active-duty pay, an
amount something like three times as much as that received by the
sergeant. If this proposed law goes through a major will get at least
twice as much compensation for his Injuries as will a second lieutenant
suffering exactly the same Injuries. In other words, by using the re-
tircment-pay schedules as a basls for compensation for injuries we are
injecting into our pension system a series of class distinctions. Many
men who served in the ranks, well-educated young men with good pros-
pects, made just as great a sacrifice proportionately when they went into
the service as did a number of those who were commissioned as officers.
I do not see how we are going to defend & system which extends to the
‘injured officers such tremendously greater compensation than is ex-
tended to the men,

It iz all very well to say that the enlisted men have no objeetion to it
at this time, but the time is bound to come when they will protest
agalnst it before some future Congress and demand that they receive
as much compensation as the officers for similar injuries. For many
years our compensation or pension policy, as applied to our emergency
armies, has operated to treat all men alike, regardless of rank or grade.
This bill may pass—it has passed the Senate upon two former ocean-
glons—but 1 venture the prophesy that should it become law it will
come back to plague the Congresses of the future.

One other feature in the situation should be noted. The World War
veterans' act carrles very wise provisions for financial aid to the widow
and minor children of a disabled man after his death. If the provisions
of the World War veterans’ act relating to compensation and financial
aid to the widows and children are no longer to apply to the disabled
emergeney officers, and if those officers are to get their compensation in
the future in the form of retired pay, then their widows and minor chil-
dren will have no protection. It must be remembered that according
to the retired-pay provisions of the law the family of a retired officer
gets nothing after his death. I doubt if all the disabled emergency
officers have thought of this.

One more observation. A good deal of confusion exists in the minds
of many people in relation to the retirement system in the Regular
Army, and as a result of this confusion a contention is made that the
emergency officers should have the same retirement privilege, There is
really no analogy between the two. The retirement system in the
Regular Army and Navy has been in existence for a good many years.
It was found wise to establish such a system in order to persuade
young men to give up their prospects for making money and to go into
the regular military service as a life career. The pay of Regular officers
is notoriously low. The law provides that they may be retired in their
old age or in the event they are injured to such an extent that they
cin not perform active fleld duty. This assurance of protection for
them in their old age or in the event they are incapacitated is, in a very
true sense, a deferred payment. It should not be regarded purely as a
pension. Rather, it is an element of their contract with the Govern-
ment in which they agree to serve for a certain amount of pay, present
and deferred, and, logically, that pay must be computed in accordance
with a combination of two elements, rank and length of service. Some-
times it happens that a young officer in the Regular Army is seriously
incapacitated very shortly after his entrance into the service, and cases
of that kind—there are only a few—are ecited as argmments to persnade
us that young emergency officers who have served in the emergency
army should receive exactly the same treatment, This argument is
appealing until’ we realize the significance and intent of the retirement
system for the regular services. These cases are exceptions which, In
my judgment, go to prove the soundness of the rule,

You ask me why I am concerned at the prospect of granting retire-
ment privileges and pay to reserve and National Guard officers who
may be injured while on active duty in time of peace. In these cases
I think the considerations mentioned above would apply. The National
Guard is full of young enlisted men of fine education and good prospects.
Generally speaking, they sacrifice about as much as their officers. 1
think we can not give a pension to the officer Injured in time of peace
four or five times greater than we would give to the enlisted man
similarly injured. The system would break down under the strain inci-
dent to such a discrimination.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for an
observation?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoxNEs in the chair). Does
the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from New
Jersey?

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield.

Mr, EDGE. I would like to have the Senator comment, if he
will, upon a situation which appeals to me very strongly in
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connection with the proposed legilation. In a book by Leonard
P. Ayres, of the General Staff, which is published by the Gov-
ernment Printing Office, I find that he states in effect that
2191 Army officers were killed in action or died of wounds
received in action during the war. There were three classes
of officers in the Army. A further analysis of the list shows
that 2,040, or 93 per cent, of those officers who were killed in
action came from one class—that is, the emergency class—not
now provided for, the other two classes having been provided
for. The remainder of the officers wounded were Army officers,
151 in number, or 7 per cent.

It is reasonable to assume, if 93 per cent of the officers killed
in action were from the emergency army, that a similar pro-
portion of officers actually wounded, not staff officers in Wash-
ington but actually wounded in action, came from the emer-
gency army. The unfairness or inconsistency of the situation
appeals to me very strongly that we are taking care of 7 per
cent, leaving aside all the desk officers who may have contracted
some disease that could be chargeable to the war, and consid-
ering alone the combat officers. Assuming that 93 per cent is
a proper proportion, we are taking care of 7 per cent and abso-
lutely leaving to the general act the great bulk of officers
wot:nded, which we assume is in the neighborhood of 93 per
cent,

What is the Senator's comment as to the consistency or just-
ness of that view of the problem?

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, it does seem on the face of
it to be a very great injustice. As the Senator well knows,
nearly all the company officers in our great Army were emer-
gency officers. Practically all the regular officers became gen-
eral officers or field officers. Consequently the great brunt of
the front-line fighting fell upon emergency officers. I confess
that if the bill were in line with one introduced some years ago
in the House, which gave benefits of retirement to officers
seriously wounded in battle, I should regard it very differently.

I have before me a bill which was introduced some years ago
for the officers of the Civil War, providing that those who had
lost an eye or leg or arm or had been otherwise seriously dis-
abled should be retired. It is significant that not one of the
volunteer veteran officers of the Civil War who served in Con-
gress ever asked for the privilege of retirement, like the regular
officers, as is being asked to-day by the volunteer officers or the
emergency officers of the World War. .

Mr. KING, Mr. President, will the Senator suffer an inter-
ruption ?

Mr. BINGHAM., Certainly,

Mr. KING. The Senator will recall that occasionally from
1866 down to 1914 efforts were made by some of the members
of the Grand Army of the Republic to secure retirement privi-
leges for volunteer officers of the same character as those which
were subsequently given to the Regular Army officers, but Con-
gress always uniformly turned a deaf ear to those provisions
and stated that that was against the theory of retirement;
that retirement was not a pension; that it was a provision by
which to secnre efficient men for the Regular Army, and that
retirement privileges were in the nature of deferred payments.
Senator Edmunds and other leading Senators who had been in
the Army as officers and who were in the House and Senate,
uniformly turned down those propositions, so that reserve or
volunteer officers of the Civil War never had those privileges.

If we are going to pass this bill I shall insist that we take
care of the officers of the Civil War who are still living. Why
not give them retirement privilege? Why not give the same
privilezes to the officers of the Spanish-American War? Why
discriminate?

It seems to me we are now asked to embark upon a policy
which has been frowned upon from the beginning and has
received no support from Congress; a policy which to me is
very unwise and will result quite disastrously, in my opinion,
to our military system and will impose upon the country burdens
that we do not guite appreciate, becanse just ag sure as the
sun shines the thousands and thousands of brave boys who
fought in the trenches—and I have had letters from scores
and scores of them—will insist that if their brothers, many of
whom were no better than they intellectually and otherwise,
but who happened to get commissions, are to get the advantages
of retirement, then the boys who fought in the trenches and
were wounded and suffered disabilities should receive the same
sort of treatment, and we will have demands made upon
Congress for the purpose of removing those discriminations.

So far as I am concerned, 1 can see no reason why the boy
who enlisted and fought bravely and was wounded upon the
battle field should not receive the same treatment as his brother
who happened to be fortunate enough to get a captain’s or
major’s commission. H
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Mr. EDGE. Is the Senator quite right in using the word
“retirement "7 Does not the bill refer alone to wounds con-
tracted or other disability?

Mr. KING. Oh, no. I have knowledge of a very large num-
ber of those officers who are beneficiaries who never fought in
France.

Mr. EDGE. It is not a retirement bill, It is a payment bill
for wounds or disease contracted in the Army. It is in the same
category, but does not provide retirement for age.

Mr. KING. Surely it is retirement. It is to place the reserve
officers theoretically upon the same basis as the Regular officers
and, as has been shown, those who are to get the benefit of the
provisions of this bill are placed in a far superior position to
many of the Regular oflicers,

Mr. EDGE. It is predicated, as I understand the bill, upon
wounds and disease contracted in the gervice and not upon time
of enlistment, as a retirement bill is always predicated.

Mr. KING. What I am contending for is that the boys who
did suffer disability, whether npon the battle field or whether
they were clerks, if they see that officers who were clerks or
who were stationed here in Washington in the various depart-
ments and contracted some disease, or at least it is alleged they
contracted some ailment, are retired upon three-quarters pay
for life; the boy who fought upon the battle field and in the
trenches will insist that he be given the same amount of com-
pensation as such officer.

Mr. EDGE. I will admit I see some justice in that posi-
tion. I have always felt that the provisions of the bill should
go beyond the commissioned officers. 1 see equity in that
proposition,

Mr, KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Conneecticut
suffer a further interruption?

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 yield to the Senator from Utah,

Mr. KING. I had brought to my attention two or three years
ago the case of two brothers. One, as soon as the war came
along, enlisted and was among the first to get overseas, fought
‘at Argonne and in some of the most bloody conflicts during the
war., and was wounded. He has, as I recall, a 60 per cent rated
disability. His brother waited and, through the interposition
of friends, got a commission. Concededly he was no better than
the boy who went to the front. The boy who went to the
front was a university boy and would soon have had his A. B,
The boy who got the commission never was at the front. He
was engaged In clerical activities as a captain. When the fln
epidemic was on, he had it, and it left him with a disability
rated at 30 per cent. He would get $218.50 per month under
this bill, while his brother, who was wounded on the field of
battle, would get $50 or $60 per month.

Mr. EDGE. Would the Senator support an amendment to
the bill that would include in proper proportion the noncom-
missioned officers and the enlisted men?

Mr. KING. We would have to redraft the bill entirely and
find out what is the basis of the compensation.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator
with regard to that matter that if he should offer an amend-
ment regarding noncommissioned officers and enlisted men, it
would be of no benefit to them whatsoever. They do not want
it because they get more to-day than they would get under this
plan, just as second lieutenants in the Air Service, who were
badly smashed up in airplane accidents at the front and who
are permanently totally disabled to-day, get more to-day under
the present law than they would get under the bill now before us.

Mr. EDGE. Yes; I understand that, but in my suggestion
I naturally assumed that any amendment would take all that
into consideration and to some extent increase the remunera-
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tion ; and, of course, there could be absolutely no objection to
any such an amendment.

Mr. KING. May I answer the question that the Senator
submitted to me a moment ago?

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield.

Mr. KING. I will say to the Senator that I will support
any bill that equalizes the benefits of pensions to be derived
from injuries or disabilities incurred in the line of duty.

I will vote for any bill that will give to the boy who was
wounded upon the battle field the same compensation and no
more for the disabilities which he sustained as would be paid
to his brother who happened to be a commissioned officer and
who sustained like disabilities. I would not discriminate be-
tween the two. 1 would give the boy who fought in the
trenches and was wounded just the same compensation as I
would give the captain or the lieutenant or the major who
was back of the line or, perhaps, here in Washington doing
clerical work, or who was fighting on the battle front.

1 am not in favor of any discrimination. It was a demo-
cratic war, and the boys who fought in the trenches are en-
titled to the same compensation as are the officers, many of
whom were, of course, upon the battle front; but many of
whom never saw the battle front.

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah
vield to me?

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. TYSON. I wish to say to the Senator, who was speak-
ing about the second lieutenants of the Air Corps not being bene-
fited by this bill, that under the terms of the bill, unless applica-
tion shall be made within two years, an officer can not be
retired ; and therefore if an Air Corps lieutenant is receiving
more under the terms of the present law than he would under
this bill, he does not have to make application, and therefore
would continue to get what he is now receiving.

Mr. BINGHAM. That just emphasizes the unfairness of the
whole measure. A flier in the Army permanently totally dis-
abled, with the rank that most fliers had in the Army—and
practically all who were commissioned after September 1, 1917,
had the rank of second lieutenant—will get no benefit what-
soever from the bill and must not even have the privilege of
having his name go on the retired list which it creates, because
if he did his compensation would be reduced from $100 or from
$150, if to-day it is a case requiring a nurse, to only $93.75.

Mr. President, those who will be benefited by this bill are

really very few in number, There are a number of field offi- |

cers who will be substantially benefited by it and a number of
company officers not seriously disabled who will gain very sub-
stantial amounts. It is always difficult to speak in the abstract,
but when we have concrete cases before us it is easier. When-

ever we pass bills granting claims of any amount whatsoever
to different persons or when we pass an omnibus pension bill
we give to the country the names of the beneficiaries, in order -

that the people, whose taxes we are expending, may know
exactly who is benefited by the legislation. I have before me,
Mr. President, the names of all those officers who were rated as
permanently disabled at 30 per cent or more, together with the
amount they are now receiving, their percentage of disability,
and the amount which they would receive under the bill. I
should like to have this list printed in the Recorp, without any
reference to the nature of their disability, because I esteem their
disability a private and personal matter, in which the public is
not or ought not to be interested. I ask unanimous consent to
have the list printed in the Recozp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The list is as follows:

ALABAMA
Monthly | monthly
com v
Name Address Occupation Birth Extent of disability sation u%?!ar

year now | Tyson-
paid Hlﬁﬂd
310 Van Antwerp Building, Mobile, Ala__| Lawyer. . ... .o __..... 1893 | Permanent partial, 35 per oant.-.. $35.00 $125.00
.| B30 Park Ave., Anniston, Ala. .. .. ... Salesman, insorance....... 1894 | Permanent pm-tlal. 30 per cent 30. 00 93.75
Emele, Sumter County, Ala g hysiei 1887 | Permanent total._.._.._..._._. 100. 00 150. 00
U. 8. veterans' hospital, Tuskegee, Ala____..| Dentist. ..o oeocoeoeeene- 1881 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent 40.00 125. 00
930 First National Bank, Birmingham, Ala. 885 | Permanent partial, 65 per cent__._|  65.00 150. 00
Id‘a{nlilmc;tlign officer, convict department, Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50,00 125, 00

elly Prison.

Ozark, Ala P t partial, 35 per cent.._.. 35.00 187. 50
'rm&,'.ns Permanent 50 percent....| 50.00 | 150,00
Dothan, Ay, . ooob i ons e SR Per t partial, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 150. 00
ixim , Ala Per partial, 96 per cent. ... 96, 00 150. 00
Ala Broker. 1878 | P t , 50 per cent._... 50. 00 150. 00
| R.F.D.No.2 B , Ala.. Dentist. . ...cccceee-e----! 1888 | Permanent partial, 56 per cent. ... 56. 00 125. 00

LXIX——299
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ALABAMA—continued
Fro:
Monthly | monthly
Birth comy pay
Name Address Occupation year Extent of disability sation under
now "T'yson-
paid  [Fitsgerald
bill
Dixon, Frank Murray.. 2 llrgm Co. Bank Building, Birmingham ,| Lawyer. 1892 | Per t total $100. 00 $03.75
Ellis, Joo. Thomas -| P. O, Box 103, Dothan, Ala.. > it Permanent, parti 40.00 125, 00
, John M__ -1 1175 11th Ave. South, ’Bi.rmlngham. Ala. Permanent pnrti 66. 125. 00
Flowers, Abner Ao et o "R RE L IR e Per 7. 187.50
. e A 1700 11th Ave. South, Birmingham, Ala_. 70 187. 50
Green, Wm. Marion.... | P. O. Box 105, Headland, Ala._........ 3. 125, 00
Henley, Courtney Scott.. 82 150. 00
Huhbard GraphJ__... | 128 College £t., T) 70. 187. 50
Ingrain M T AT S 501 North Walnut e Ed e e e 100, 150. 00
3 Hudnall 8th Terrace West, Bir Permanent partial, 37 per cent.... 50. 93.75
Jaﬂers P LT M5 Senipoay, = R e AR s D] t partial, 30 per cent.... 30. 187. 60
Jeﬂars, Wm N sl Permanent fotal._.__________.___. 100. 93.75
Ira Leonidas 1877 | Permanent pnrtial 30 per cent.... 30. 125, 00
Jordan, Headley E.. ..o 1891 | Per B, S e 1 125.00
Eelly, Richard Bussey 1891 | Permanent partial, 56 per cent.... 56. 150. 00
Langley, Orlando V._..... um | Permanent partial, 50 per cent_ ... 50. 125.
Leg =~ [l - Permanent pnrt.inl,:’.&pamt..-. 35 150.
1 d, Elmer E........ -| 2620 18th Ave. North, Birmingham, Ala_..._ 1391 |-2---do. 35. 03.
M , Robt. L. 764 Marine St., B nbl]e Alf..ereeeeeeedo| Notgiven. oo 200. 187.
................ 1338 15th 8t., Birm - o
100. 150,
100.
50.
40,
.
58,
100.
41,

SSSS8E88 SSSSSS23SSE8 S=ZSSSS2S5:822828 2223888882888

S888888 28238888828 H3B88888&8:28

150,
150.
150.
125,
187.
125,
3.
Rademacher, Fred. ... .ceeene.s 75. 150.
Ranken, Howard Payne... Bra’ﬁton, .ﬂs. E 38, 150,
Robbins, Wm. J.oooo.... 1 40, 125.
Ross, Cecl.___.______ 35. 187,
Rowell, James Thomas. Beh:mr ................................. gr 42 125.
Banders, John G_____.__ | 16 Me. thlipu Ave., Mobile, Ala 30, 150,
Seales, Jno. Perkins. . Livingston, Ala._... do. 1871 | Per by 125,
Besson, C L Ave, B AR = Bnaeals s et T 1861 | 35, 150,
gmm:. Emmml. = fz's%fo‘&“?’dﬁ:um ‘];,W Ala_ ghysidan. P oy iy
m. | Wi ng, Am, Ala_.! Fhysiclan. .. ...ceeeeeuaaa..| 5
Su Care of Habbie Motor 'Co., Montgomery, | City fireman._____.... .| 40, 125,
A | |
psom, 589 Monroe Bt., Alexandria, Ala Not given --{ 1880 | Permanent total__.... 150, 150,
a’u?ﬁﬂi - Zac%““ ﬁoghl:;xl1n x o Ph—'n’ 1888 | Per;:nant partial, 52 per cent lﬁ “1;'
ea jord, 0c. . » 3 ———
W gm % 'JI“u,u'- iy Mh!n i s 1& PermanonE Erﬂt[al: v 1% }%
Woodru ox i ysician. . .cooeeeeeeo--| 1886 | Permanent total...___..___..
Worthi { Box 124, Hamilton, A do. nm | Permanent partial, 44 per 44. 125.
Wyatt, | Care of U. 5. Veterans’ Bmonu, Mobile, A.'IB.I Printer Permanent partial, 60 per cent. ... 0. 150,
ARIZONA
Alden, Melvin A ... T. 8. veterans’ hospual ‘Whipple, Ariz..... Secretary-manager. . ......| 1802 | Permanent total. .. ... occcccean-. $100. 00 $08.75
Alld: mﬂm.lg ............. 826 North 7th Ave., Tucson, Ariz. Not given d 100. 00 3,75
Alvin, Underhill UBS \-'ntenm’ Buspim M 50, Whipple | Typogra, 00 03,75
Bell, Th: Cleland 1026 Enst 4:]1 Bt Tucson, Arlz......... Physician 150. 00 125,00
Bgston, John R R.H.8 Hosplr.nl, Tucson, Ariz Not given 100. 00 93.75
Bowman, Charles Stewart__ U. 8. veterans' hospital, \\"hippls, Ariz. . Physician 100. 00 125. 00
Brackett, Will}am Windom.. 1408 North Central, Phwnlx ] 100. 00 150 00
Burhish Adel L__. 32 East 1st 8t., Tu(son 150, 00 150,00
Clark, Samupel Gilber U. En:;u WAH:. usplf.al No 50, Whipp!e Not given. 100. 00 93,75
Clohessy, Timothy Theodore....| 225 Bupra Buil , Phoenix, Ariz Physici 58.00 125.00
Cook, Charles Franeis.... ... General delivery, tt, Ariz_ oo Not given. 100. 00 03.75
e st i Bl ooy M | @
Box 1215, TUCSOD, AFIZ -z nenmnvemmsoneennnn] CIVIl 150. 00 93.75
Ié i:gem' houpiul, Whipple, Am"""! Not given 1%% Il%%
an, Aris. ...
Box 1542, Tu R e s Not given..... 100. 00 150. 00
ussere, T . 8. " hospital, Tueson, Ariz__ o afg el S 100, 00 93. 75
Erickson, Edward T. . .......... 312 Orme Ave., Box 342, Phoenix, Ariz Soldier. ... 1883 | Per t partial, 90 per cent. ... 90. 00 150, 00
Evans, John Benjamin. Box 1135, Clarkdale, Ariz. .. ._............| Sailor___. 1878 | Per t ial, 40 per cent. . 40, 00 150, 00
R 1005 East Speedway, Tucson, Ariz tul 100. 00 150, 60
ﬁmgzﬂ' }.f"elmg!!: Tueson, i Man do 100:00| 073
en 3
T L Pl el e s e Ensineu- (stationary). .. Permanent pnrha] 30 per cent. 50. 00 125, 00
0.8 var.mms’ hospital, Whipple Barracks, | No occupation Permanent total.___._.___........ 100. 00 125.00
Box 1256, Tueson, Arlz________ Per pml.nl,"llpm'cnnt 49.00 125,00
90 First National ‘Bnnk Yuma, Ariz_. Permanent total. . 100. 00 125, 00
U. 8. veterans' h osptaf , Ariz_ 100.00 | 150,00
Box 501, Tuwon ............. 40, 00 93.75
Willard H 'I‘ucson, Al 100. 00 125,00
804 North 3d Ave. Ariz 100, 00 9. 75
| B.0. 2.::1% 6, fhm&% i l0.00 | .73
Juceard, Lonls H__._ .. .._.....| 516 East Adams 8t., Box 1077, Tucson, Ariz. I M 100. 00 9.3.75
Kehn, Marvin A ..o 8. veterans' hospital, Whipple, Ariz______ ! 100. 00 125. 00
King, Wineld Scoti. Box 1047, TUCSOD, AFiZ. .- .- ooeoooon n 60.00 [ 150.00
mid, James A ooodrmu Building, Phoenix, Ariz Phy 50,00 | 150,00
Kryss, E Vetenns' Hosplta! No. 50, Wh:pph, Notgiven....coocaaceoao-.| 1888 | Perman:nt total - o occccncccacaas 100. 00 150, 00
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ARIZONA—continued
Proposed
monthly
Name Address Occupation ki Extent of disability under
F'I‘ysun—

hﬁ
Lieberman, Joseph. .cceecoeo...| Wins! Ariz. 2 Not given 1883 | Permanent total..... ottt $150, 00
Loewy, Ignatz U'B& Vel ' Hospital No. 50, Whipple | Physician and surgeon....| 1830 do 187. 50

Arracl
MeKnight, James I......--_.--___ Hospital No. 51, Tueson, Ariz Not given 1870 | Permanent partinl, 50 per cent._ ... 125.00
Mahoney, Dl L L 82 East Broadway, Tucson, Arig._ ... | Physieian. ....cc.cceeeeae.| 1887 | Permanent total. . ... oeeeeeenean 125. 00
Mahoney, George B_.__.. meenmaees| 1220 West First Ave., Tucson, Arie_________ Paper-box manufacturer. 1802 do__ 93.75
2033 East 3d Bt., Tucson, Ariz Nat}im 3T i DR e R TS T T S Sy 125, 00
553 West Willetta St., Phoenix, Ariz o.- 1871 do. 21875
726 East McKinley 8t., Phoenix, Ariz..._...| Btudent 1803 do. 150, 00
Mock. Robt. Lero Wild's Land, .GN West 9th St., Phoenix, | Office executive 1880 do—2 B 150, 00
Monical, Grant 8......ooo.o..._.| Ellis Buﬂdina. Ph Arii-- Physici 1863 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent.... 150. 00
202 Goodrich Building, Phoenix, Ariz.......| Noi.‘ﬂm ............... 1887 | Permanent R e 150. 00
General delivery, Presoott, Ariz 1876 do__ 125. 00
Moses, Robert Lewis_______.....| Box 315, Unlurstty Statian, Tuecson, Arfz...! Not glven. oo coomaaoo..| 1895 (... do 125. 00
Nelson, Frank Justin............| 1033 East S Tueson & Draftsman 1862 do. 93.75
Pederson, Inar A 1721 West Van Bumn Bt., thnu. Ariz_._.| Accountant. 1879 do. 150, 00
Phillips, Chas. Lawrence.. 1030 East 7th 8t., Tnmn, £.3 . { O IR | No occupation............| 1896 |_____do 03.75
Riculfl, Robert Marion_ ... 84 West Penningston St., Tucson, Ariz | do 1891 do. 8. 75
Riley, k--ma Gieneral delivery, Whipple, Ariz...._..._.__ I"Laborer, outside 1878 do 150. 00
Richard Eoo oo lnii 720 North Jacobus Ave., Tucson, Ariz.......| No occupation. 1893 do. 03.75
Banford, William J. . oveemaaae. C‘lark s Rastﬁ Home, 1614 East 1st St., Tuc- | Balrasl'n?u. outside; 1889 do. 093.75
samples,
Bligh, BIAneY B.oeoaeaoococacanaas P. 0. Box 921, Phoenix, Ariz. .ccoaeaee--- ...|, Trav sal 1873 do 03.75
Smith, Charles 8 Box 364, University Btation, Tucson, Ariz__. Physici 1892 |_____do. 125, 00
..rnjth. W Box 706, Casa Grande, Ariz | Not given i B A 125. 00
Bprietsma, Wm. M......m...... Rt. No. 5, Phoenix, Arig ..o Fruit or 1803 t partial, 50 per cent_... 0375
Thompson, George. --| 504 Speedway, Tuscon, Arig......ccercacaaea| Not given. ..o.oooocaee 1892 Permanent total ... Sty 93.75
Thompson, Thos. R 2| Whippie Barracks, Arfz ] Clerk, office T A ey 100,00 9375
Tw1tn 11, Frederick. .....c......| Rt. No. 1, Glendale, Ariz..._... “essssassaaai Behool-teacher ... .- 1804 Permnnsnl: partial, 38 per cent_.__ 36.00 93.75
vy 7T R e S | Box 335, Prescott, Ariz | Not given 1801 total_ _ 100. 00 125. 00
Walker, John C. —ewe=se| 407 East 4th 8t., Tuscon, Ariz..._..._..._... el a0 o s 1893 | do .......................... | 100,00 03.75
Ward, E. Alson.____._____.___. 2109 West Jefferson 8t., Phoenix, Ariz.. Student 1805 | Permanent partial, 81 per cent.._. 6100 125,00
Wmen. Harry Pratt...._......| Careof Dr. F. D. Ruc.ksfeuert 'I‘ueson...\rix-. Balesman._...... 1879 t partial, 79 per cent____| 76.00 150. 00
‘Weatherford, Thos. L.. | Balke Building, Phoenix, Ariz_____._____._.| Construction foreman_____| 1888 Parrmsnant partial, 49 per cont____ 48,00 | 125, 00
WA Oar] s e -| 711 Forest Ave., Tempe, Arie. ... lergyman 1877 | Per partial, 32 per cent_ ... 50.00 | 125,00
Wolf, Bernard J ... ... £ Brgg;lﬂ Sianir;ium. 131 East McKinley St., | Salesman, outside; heavy | 1887 | Permanent total____._____._. wee=a| 100.00 125,00
MiX, 2. sam’ L
Wray, Garrett James. _......._.. 1anus_oum Mount Vernon Ave., Prescott, | Not given 1805 | Per partial, 75 per cent.._. 75. 00 93.75
1.
Wright, Harold Hannon........ 701 East 3d St., Tucson, Ariz Student. 1895 | Permanent total. ..o o coooaeaas 100. 00 03.75
Yellot, Richard Emory. Eox 184, B , Ariz Not given 1875 [ SEe et E R e Wb 150. 00
AREANSAS

Abington, Wm.__._. Beebe, Atk Physician 1871 t partial, 63 per cent_... $187.50

Anderson, (ieo. Ray...... 2 P.0.Box 76, Eldorado, A:LH...........--- Cotton buyer and broker..| 1874 Permnmnt total. 150.
pgevle,Timoth _____ | 128 West Bth St., rk to 1804 03,75
a 'm. Franklin...... 8 R ? 125, 00
d, Geo. Clinton 515 Louist nen i, 75 per ce: 150. 00

Bnyu, énml Geo.. Enterprise Buﬂdins. .f 1887 | Permanent psrﬂal, 94 per mnt..._ 125,
Carson, David J.. 430 Orange St., Hot Springs, Ark__.__ .| No pre-war ocmpmon._._ 1866 | Permanent total __.__._.______.___ 150, 00
Cloud, Leroy E__ 712 South Onk 8t., Little Rock, Ark._ Auto 1887 do_.__._. 125.00
Elton, Albert M...... m;g Front St., Nawporr.. T S TSR R Physici 1881 | Per t partial, 44 per cent..... 150. 00
Farthing, Welbourne U ' Hospital No. 78, North | No occupation............| 1896 | Per total 93.75

Little Rock, Ark.

Fraser, Robt. Lee._ McCrory, Ark Phy 1884 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.._. 125.00
Garrison, David M______________| 2103 Centet Bt., Little Rock, Ark....__... 3 Raalestgl._e and oil-ficld | 1878 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent. ... 125.00
Goldman, Jay Maurice.......... U.8. kVetamns' Hospital No. 18, Little Rock, Permanent total ... et & 125.00
Haden, John B. oo U. f.r kVomns' Hospital No. 78, Little Rock, S 1) 150. 00
Haney, Arthur C. -| Russellville, Ark Physician and surgeon....| 1880 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 150. 00
Hodges, Guy..... .| Rogers, Ark. do 1888 | Permanent partial, 63 per cent. 125. 00
Humble, Ty Mount Ida, Ark.._. Teacher, school 1882 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent. 187, 50
Jeffett, Wm. Sal | Building, He]zr::f e e O Dbt o --=----| 1887 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent. 150, 00
Jenkins, Elihu Edwards..___.__| U. 8. Veterans’ Hospital No. 78, North | Lawyer.___ wemceee-n]| 1888 | Permanent total ... ___....._. 03.75

Bebe, A

1874 | Perr partial, 45 cent....
1864 ijl_lmnent totnl--_-..?ff.... .....

| 1103 West Bafraque St., Pine Bluf, Ark......| Physician
2116 Ch er St I Little Rock, Ark
808 D unilding, Little Rock, Ark.. tion
1114 South 3d st.. Rogers, Ark R:Itlmed freight _ claims
903 Col 5t., Helena, Ark No pre-war oceupnuon_.--
General uve'ry, Hot Springs, Ark. Ph 1

Rust, Ben Wood. ... -
Rye, Albert Webhster.
Banborn, Richard F._

Scott, Sanford H____.-—._.___ 5 UR
Enodgrass, Wm. A e a Dunaghﬁ Bullding, Little Rock, Ark....
Bteele, Harry 5___ Box 177, Ashdown, Ark.__......

Steele, John D......
Bwope, John Douglas_*-_..‘-...

Thiolliere, Anthony C.eeeen-- 2
Thorpe, Samuel B____
Winn, Walter Edw—..-.._._....

110 Hobson Ave., Hot Springs

604 West Main 8t., Russellville,
Arkansas Trust Co., Hot 8

1516 East 4th St., Little Rock, Ark...._...... Boldier.

Bantonvllh, e e

Ark. o
10 Nogh Don hfpls?"é’ it Rﬁ‘f-i:”k N
onag| OnWaYy, eimieea| Nows r e
42614 West Dickson St Fayetteville, Afk...| Phystcian and surgoon
Gantey, Ak o
602 Scott St., Little Rock, Ark..._.........

1885 |.....do

1888 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent_...
Per t total..._

g

aeee do.

P

............ No oceupation g‘hﬂm
Lumber grader inspector--
V¥ AR No oecupation. ...

prings, Ark_.____ Nonegiven _ - _____
8. Vamnms Hospital No. 78, North Little | Student

wesncanessano| Auto salesman.

U. RSchutimns J_Iospital No. 7‘8. North Little | Postal employee

rk
Gould, Ark.._._.. Physician and ann;eon.---
Rt. No. 2, Fayetteville, Ark__ - __._____..... Solﬁ?

222 Rosetta St., Little Rock, Ark. ... ......

Nonegiven._ .o

Per partial, 56 per cent___.
Permnnent partis], 51 per cent_...-

1888 Peml.amnl. psrl:ln!, 46 per cent.
lg}s Per tal

288288 888s msa

-

et

Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ...
Permanent partial, 81 per cent.___
Permanent total_._

Permanent partial, 44 per cont.
Permanent partial, 45 per cent.
Permanent total

-
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CALIFORNIA
Proposed
Monthly | monthly
compen-
Name Address Occupation Bty Extent of disability stion | uader
b now Tyson-
paid  [Fitzgerald
bill
Abrams, Benj. Te oo 47 Eastwood Dﬂve. San Francisco, Calif....| Law student. .ooeeeeeanao. 1893 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent....| $45.00 $03.75
Ackley, George C.7177777777777| 3361 Granda Ave., o, Calif.........| 1887 | Permanent fotal._.__.____.___.__.. 100,00 | 125,00
, Dava. 125 No. 2d Ter., Monubello. Callf. ez 1802 | Permanent partial, 53 per cent____ 53.00 125, 00
Alberty, Emm H.eceeeconaes| 117 Del Mar Ave., 8an Gabrlel, C | Boldier. 1884 | Permanent partial, 63 per cent.... £3. 00 150, 00
Allen, Frank E___ ... 11 West Bellevae Ave., San .’Matoe City, | | Btodent ..o aeaaa| 1802 | Pummtputia]i 33 per cent___ . 33,00 §8.75
Allen, Richard B ..o ooooooaeaee. ‘hthouse Ave., Monterey, Calif Soldier. 1882 | Permanent partial, 43 per cent___. 43.00 $3.75
Armstrong, Charles... .‘Box Merlo Pnrt. (8" i S S Not ﬁﬂm_ ................ 1871 | Permanent total. . ... _ . .. ..... 100. 00 137,;'.0
Ary, Charles F 705 Winthrop Drtva, Alhambra, Calif. 1885 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40, 00 125. 00
Askey, Harrisch L. u. flll’ hospital, San Fernando, | l\ot gjven... 1563 | Per t total 100. 00 93.75
AVey, JhD L.~ - —eenoennennns] 112 Cajon, Redlands, Calil.......-ceecerece | ® 1865 |_.__.do 10000 | 15000
1526 Atchison 8t., Pasadena, Calif___ Athlete 1894 | Partial temporary, 31 cent_ ... 8L.00 125. 00
1360 Justin Ave.. Olﬂnd.nh, Calif 50. 00 150. 00
155 North 35th St., Ban Jose, Calil 44.00 93.75
210 Crocker 5t., Pledmont, Calif. - —rors 41.00 | 12500
Care of Volne: 'I’ Mooney, 818 Chester Wil- | 100. 00 150. 060
]ia Bugﬂu , 6th and Broadway, Los
Bales, Ernest N .1m5ms:,mmmcw B0. 00 125.00
Bancntine, William E. | 265 Valli Vista Ave., Monrovia, Calif_______ 100. 00 125, 00
orace C. ..o oveeeen.-.| 8625 Moore Drive, Los Ansules Gs].ll’ ....... BRkRr. e 1883 | Permanent partls] 73 peroent ..... 73 150, 00
Bu:ku. jr Stmt.hc A e M R UC«?!H vetel'ausg‘L San di B 1888 | Per tal. .. 100. 00 125, 00
Barker, Clarence N .ccveneee 232 Marifrose Bt., Sierra Madre, Calif Dentist 1o BTSSP R S e R 100. 00 150. 00
Barnes, George........ 2705 Viola St., Oakland, Calif_______________ 5 )y e S e 1883 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent....| 35,00 03,76
Bamctt, Arr.hur ....... 6124 Glen Towers, Holl aod. CnllL. ....... Service sal 1886 nu panlal 44 per cent.... 44, 00 03. 75
Baromides, Royal L Eny= e mah]ie Young Building, San , | Physician 1860 | Per total.... 150, 00 125, 00
Berton, Charles. . ...oeeeoeeeeeee 10321 Bouth Com%mn .Ms. Watts, Calif.... do 1881 | Permanent parda]. 35 per cent-... 35. 00 187. 50
Barton, Edward W._.. Rt. Box 596, Ban Gl e Phym&m—mrmn. ...... 1874 | Permanent total . ... .. .oc.c.. 100. 00 150,
Bartow, Harvey R__—...........| U.C asﬁi_“tm hospi tsi San Fernsndo, | Student......._..._..... PO 100, 00 €3, 75
Bash, Henry E..oooooeeeeenenae.| 511 North Oxford Ave., Los Angeles, CalH. Not given.....ocoomeeemenn 1800 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35,00 125. 00
Bayless, (laud GLIII10ITT77| 3277 Primero Ave., Hollywood, ._......| “dmstri:l production, in- Permanent partial, 50 per cent.__.. 50. 00 150. 00
1 "
Beal, David Cannon. . Magnolia Ave., Lon Calif._.| Not given....... 100. 00 93.75
I!elyaaf‘lsmosa_ ‘2231 Post Box 567, Glen Bﬂdhﬂ .| Physiclan._. 100. 00 150. 00
Bent, Curtis H .. 5th and N Bts,, Livermore, Calif. 100. 00 .75
2 e S S el me
(4] L m 0. an .
Fl Bacramento, Calif.__ ..o ..o o.... Partial temporary, 79 per cent.... 79,00 8.75
t1‘2” Box %g,srf &ﬁ%ﬂcn I e e o e ok B s i Ww0oy| 130
t. Box al ¥, - ~n-nn--n--| Railroad roadmaster...... e o 1
m'%zmlfs Flores Station, East Los Angeles, | Soliciting freight agent....| 1801 | Permanent partial, 58 per cent.... 58.00 125,00
1911 ;?tfst oth Bt., mn‘gielalsmt. ....... nnm!m Frife 1& ;‘m t partial, 50 per cent.... % g 125. 00
Br. mnnm wnjal
2644 Terrace ‘gﬁw, San Diego, Calif--—----| Salesman, outéide 1883 | Permanent total oo 100.00| 1300
103 West Earle St., Long Beach, Calil....... | Lt;:]lher inspector and | 1880 | Permanent partial, 55 per cent....|  55.00 187. 50
esman.
35%31?}1& Rampart Building, Los Angeles, | Surveyor. 1890 | Pe t partial, 74 per cent.... 74.00 125 00
alil.
8036 5th Ave., Los Angelea {07 || I R 100. 00 150. 00
| 124 West 4th St., Los Calif.._._...c 30, 150. 00
B e e ol s | e AT
Vi ouse, San O S o—--do
8264 Polk Ave., Enst 8an Diego, Calif...____ No nra-war oueupntion.... 1878 |- ... do._. 100. 060 3. 75
2626 68th Ave., Oaklan ] Newspapar reporter .. ... 1896 |..... 100. 00 93.75
614 14th St., Riverside, Calif -| Physi : 1872 | Per 7100 | 150.00
.| P. O. box Holl s .sapermt 33. 00 150. 00
.| R-T22, 564 Market St., Ban Francisco, Calif.| Bookkeeper._..____.._..__| 1883 | Permanent total_ ... ... .. oon.. 100. 0O 93.75
= U.G nsll,l velerans' hcspitnl Ban Femando. =] 1807 |.-.-o i S 100. 00 .75
2201 Lake St., Ban Franeisco, Calif. Dentist 1874 | Per partial, 75 per cent....| 7500 187, 50
1524 Id!ewood Road, Glendnie Calff....____ | Physician. _.......- i 1886 Pm-manent partial, 63 per cent._ .. 63. 00 125, 00
614 Palo Alto, Calif No war occupation....| 1876 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 125,00
| P.O. Box 642, Redwood City, Calil__.._.__. 2 f (P e YNSRI VA I Y Permanent partial, 32 per cent..__ 32.00 93,75
Ca]ge 6&3? Butler, 4252 35th St., S8an | No occupation.. 1897 | Per t total ... eeca| 100,00 93.75
Bkt Xirk oo i 1T Bouthy Flmm Bt., Los Ang{:!s. Caii.t...- Balesman. ..ceccecucaasnan 1891 | Permanent partial, 70 per cent.... 70. 00 93.756
Byers, James Elhott. ..o eeoaoaas Cm o(LmAi]jedA m o th § [t S S AR 180 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent._._. 80. 00 125, 00
nge!
Byrnes, RAIPh Lo ooooeoecae.e 1.501 | Gouth Figueroa St., Los Angeles, Calif_.| Physici 1878 | Per t partial, 30 per cent....|  30.00 187. 50
Campbell, Novel Waecaeaaeeae Sa]:: mMBnﬂmdmgcm" Room 602, New Bul- do. 1872 | Per partial, 40 per cent..__ 40. 00 150. 00
t
(& bell = 627 B Beach, Los Angeles, Calil.. do. 1880 | Permanent partial, 85 per cent.... 85,00 125. 00
G A o S, e T 0 R 1867 | Pormanent partil, 36 pet cent-o..| 50.00| 10 0p
arling, John 0 ve | Phy | cent....
Car llslfa'. Jo! EEa Boxsu-I ﬁmﬁ woodbl(_‘)allt. .................. C:rwaucnmanmr ...... | 1888 | Permanent ,xlr. 37 g cent.... 37.00 125,00
Cartwright, James L North h Kingsley Drive, I.nsAnsnlea. Calif . 5 C'ommon outside laborer..| 1889 | Permanent total.ceee e oeeceeeeean 100. 00 .7
Casby, %‘mdeﬂck - Csrﬂa oiihu{ldin Stanley & O’glrrhm, Becu-  Mining engi . 1872 do 100. 00 187. 50
v £y
B e B ) 59 | Bl B
A ms, ysi ons| 1867 |- E
Clmpmlm.’ 177 A | 314 Van Mays Building, Los Angeles, Calif._| Sales clerk,mins!do. u;m 1891 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent..._ 36. 00 93,75
commodi
Chenoweth, Charles E 328 West Lexi Drive, Ginndalo. Calil_ ' Not given. .o eoeeocase 1880 | Permanent total...._......_...... 100. 00 150. 00
Christie, Relph C. . _..........__| 1464 Gaviota St., Long Bmh .......... = 1882 t partial, 44 per cent..._ 44,00 150. 00
Choreh, Parey O, oeoanranas -., 4152 Pratt Ave., ?nsno I ul;m ?atwill. and | 1876 Pom:lanant partial, 36 per cent. ... 36. 00 150. 00
e en
Chute, Palmer W...............| 1304 Beechwood Drive, Los Anulfds]ywall.r._. Battery repairman........ 1884 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50.00 150. 00
Cichy, Martin J...... ..l .. m’f{ﬂ; North El Centro Ave Policeman, manager police | 1802 | Permanent partial, 55 per cent..__ 55.00 125,00
Clark, Howard. . cooeuecanena..| 1406 Benma Ave., Burlingame, Califl Not given.. 1877 | Per t total... 100. 00 150. 00
Clark, Robert B 3121 H Way, Los Callf..... aﬂrmgn , andl- | 1885 do 100. 00 93.75
Claussen, Thomss H_ ... _..... | Rt. No. 1, box 459, Sacramento, Calil. . ___. Civil engi 1802 |._.. 150. 00 93.75
Clements, Alan A .. ooo... Cné:l?!. Hammond Lumber Co., Van Nuys, | Law student. o coecaaeeane | 1887 Pumnmt partial, 46 per cent.___| 40. 00 150. 00
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Cluen, Raymond J....coeucuanns 1220 Pevalta Ave., Berkeloy, C'aw.' .......... Physician. Permanent total. . _.......c.ce.. $100.00 |  $125.00
Cole, Okey Venneth.. 712 Lillian Way, Los An Calif. ... k Permanent partial, 60 per cent. ... 60. 00 03.75
Cole, Judson..... 121 East Alberta St., ahatm, (8] 25 Permanent pa.rtlal 70 per cent.... 70. 00 150, 00
Collier, Lewls B_. 409 South Hidal Ava. Alhambra, Cal Per t total 100. 00 150. 00
Collings, Edward... 2140 Mayview Drive, Los AnEnlm, C Per par 87.00 150, 09
Collins, ﬁrw[n....H 100 1 Bt., B all Permanent partial, 30 per cent 39. 00 93.75
Caol Nicholas L. 5151 Pop!ar Ave,, Alhambra, Calif. Permanent partial, 55 per cent 55,00 03.75
Commins, Charles M_. | P. O. Box 507, Mnnmvia. Calif___ Permanent partial, 58 per cen 58. 00 93,75
Cornstock, Earl...... The Miramar Hotel, Sants Barbara, Calif._| Farmer....__. Permanent total 100. 00 150. 00
Conaty, Charles Caveeee-- 49.%4 Ei?um Monica Boulevard, Los iml,es. Clergyman. Permanent partial, 56 per cent 56. 00 125, 00
Conley, William. ... oocoeeeaias 1319 West 46th St., Los Angeles, Calif__..... Not given. Permanent total 100, 00 93.75
Conroy, Thomas P. 602 North Juanita Ave.. Los Angeles, Calil..| Attorney at law. 1892 do. 100, 00 93.75
________ P. O. Box 591, San Luis Obispo, Calif.......| Balesman, no samples.....| 1894 | Permanent pm'tl.nl. 63 per cent_.__ 63. 00 125, 00
nghwny Bjsh]aur]s. Monterey, Calif._..... No pre-war oecupatlon-... 1889 | Permanent total 100, 00 125, 00
____________ t. No. 3, Box 586, San Diego, Calif No io 1888 |-....do. 100. 00 0. 75
4204 Piedmont Ave., Oakland, Calil Soldier 1803 | Permanent 50. 00 93.75
U 8. Hospil.al 102, 'vermore, Calif_.__._._ No occupation. ...........| 1888 | Permanent 100. 00 125, 00
Ri No!s:s' = 878, Bentwood Heights, Los | Author -.! 1881 | Permanent pn.rr.ln.l 69 per cent__._ 69, 00 150. 00
nge!
| 425 Mason St., San Franecisco, Calif____.____ Civil engineer___.._....... 1805 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent__.. 35.00 03.75
| 1417 South Adams 8t., Olendnle Calilf. Not given 1870 | Permanent total .. _.............. 100. 00 187, 50
| Banning, Calif. ..o ... Btudent. __________ . _....| 1805 f.____ do - 100. 00 03.75
240 Bella Vista Ave., Los Gastos, Calif ici (| e e S s e L 150. 00 125.00
Caéeo[U 8. Veterans’ Bureau, Los Angeles, | General farmer Permanent partial, 35 per cent. ... 35.00 93.75
Caéa b‘:'lir 200 South San Gabriel Blvd,, S8an | Pharmacist. Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50. 00 93.75
i1
58 Sutter i-n R ¥rancits CRnre = 40.00 | 125.00
713 Flower St Venice, Calif. 44, 00 150. 00
4911 Diaz Ave Van Mnyu. Calif____ 36. 00 125. 00
P. 0. Box 1004, Santa Monica, Cal 3 150. 00 125,00
1827 Waatz‘bdst LosAngelea Calil ... Lawyer. ... 150. 00 125.00
chl[. Box 456, Hollywood Angeles, 80,00 7
Caﬂsbad Calif. Not ‘Pvan. 100. 00 125.00
5026 Ambrose Ave ., Hollywood, C [ 100. 00 150. 00
Eiks Club, San Francisco Calif Carpenter, 77.00 93.75
| 404 Main §t., Monterey, E‘,sm. ............ I SR 56.00 |  125.00
| 4,55 West Bmdwsy, chb Calif..... Physician-surgeon...__._.. 75.00 150.00
w‘é ﬁﬁnh Windsor Blvd., Los Angeles, | Stenographer 36.00 93.75
Dyson, Henry B. . cocconcencneea 2366 Cedar St., Berkeley, Calil............_. Civil engineer...o........ 1893 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50.00 125,
Eardley, Philip O...............| 4651 Iowa 8t., san Diego, Calil....ccuceaaaeao Trainman, raﬂmud brake- | 1881 | Permanent pattl.al. 39 per cent.... 39.00 B.75
man.
Earle, Edward Henry..ocecnanes U'Ciii[vehm Hospital No. 24, Palo Alto, | Clergyman__.._____....... 20,00 125.00
Easton, Wilbur W.__ .| P. O, Box 24, Bta. A, San Diego, Calil......| Inspector con- 36.00 03.75
struction, surveyor,
Edwards, Thomas H. 857 South Catalena Ave., andena.(:am_ Boldi 43.00 150. 00
Elliott, Norman A __ The Cnla Colfax, Cali[orn].a 100. 00 125.00
Ericsson, Ralph B_. R.F 0.1, / Arcadia Calif_ Pharmacist 42.00 125.00
Essenson, Oscar 8.. ‘UB? Loa [ 20 South San Pedro | Physician and surgeon. ... 50.00 150,00
i) nsm
Evans, Daird W ... o cmevcaaas 14% gi?w Monzgumery 8t., Ban Francisco, | Chief clerk, anditor....... 1888 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent_... 50.00 125.00
Everett, Edwd. A...............] U. B, veterans’ hospital, Palo Alto, Galtt..... No occupation 1873 | Per t total 70. 125,
Everson, Omnnd.-......_._..... 1373 Masonie Ave., San and‘ﬁﬂ Mariner. 1878 do 100. 00 125.00
Falkedahl, Joseph 337 Citizens National Bank B ding, Boldi 1898 | Permanent partial, 71 per cent_.... 7L00 93.75
South 5§ 8t., Los Angeles. Cal
Faugstod Qeorge B .o oeeianaas 2531 10th nd, Oalif. - o il Store manager, jewelry....| 1887 | Per t total._. 100. 00 150. 00
Faulk, R f.___ _______ e 330 West Pnrt "Ave., Glendale, Calif......... Newspaper, circalation | 1893 |..___ do. 100. 00 125,00
Feichter, Walter ... .voeeann- 1038 Elden Ave., Los Angeles, C: :’ ......... per cent..._ 50. 00 125. 00
Felton, f}ny W.: 7560 North Sycamore Ave., Los Angeles, Calif_ per cent____ 39. 00 150. 00
Fensck, Francis 13556 Willshire Blvd., Los Angeles Caﬁf_..._ Al per cent__._ 41. 00 125.00
Fergus, Miles 4419 Hamilton 8t., San Diego, Calif.__.____. percent..._ 30. 00 93.75
Ferguson, Wm. Hastings........ U.c Béli\-;‘eberm’ Hospital No. 102, Livermore, Per t total._. 100. 00 187, 50
Fitts, Buron R. 531 Bouth Catalena Bt Los Angeles, Calif per 60,00 93.75
Fitzpatrick, Chas Soldiers’ Home, California 45.00 150,00
F y ng H._ 607 42d Ave., Franc 100. 00 93,76
, Claren 1015 5th Ave., Corning, Calif. = 100. 00 150, 00
Flaud, John Wm. 260 3d Ave San Fr Calif Permanent partial, 30 per cent_.__| 30.00 150.00
FlTn.n. Bernard A Care of Standard Oil Co., Patterson, Galll’._ Permanent partial, 34 per cent.... 34.00 125,00
Folte, Arno G..__ 1063-67 Flood Building, san Frauciseo. Permanent partial, 67 per cent... 67.00 125.00
Frary, Alliston F. 127 Wilder Ave., Los d do ermanent total . ... _____... 100. 00 125.00
rederi = .| 1001 Pearl Bt., Alamedo, Calif.. . ... Chts! engiuear—mn,chintst 1875 | Permanent 52 per cent.... 52.00 125. 00
Friar, Floyd M . | 4365 Kansas &t., San D Gaiit 1806 | Permanenttotal _____.______._.__ 100.00 | 125.00
Frost, Charles M_ - 3"61 sd 8t., 8an Diego ................ Ciﬂl enginevr ........... 1873 | Permanent partial, 49 per cent. ... 49,00 187. 50
Fowler, Frank H_..___ 2 m pan Boulevard, Lus Angelas Calif..! School superintendent....| 1861 | Permanent wm, 45 per cent...._ 45.00 218.75
Fox, Emory Ellsworth__ o n Buudhim Calif..___| 1878 | Permanent total. ..o 100. 00 150. 00
Fox, IR R ‘Pi‘ est 25th St. Anse alf .o ... Strgfmm engineering ar- | 1876 | Permanent partial, 32 per cent..__ 8200 150. 00
[ z
Gain, F]Iut 201 A AN ] 340 Eddy St., 8an Franeiseo, Calil..._...... Nﬂfven _________________ 1878 | Permanent total. .. .. ......o_._. 100. 00 150. 00
nllag eorﬁg 714 North Central Ave., Glendale, Cali 0.~ 1885 do 100. 00 125.00
Ga.rdw, Robt. R.._.... Tahoe Pines, Lake Tahoe, Calil..... ... do 1803 do.. 100. 00 93.75
Gardner, Wm. Edwin... 608 Washington Bulldtng, care of E. W. |- [ R R SR 1889 |____. d0..a 100. 00 125,00
Bothwick, Los A if.
Giaroutte, Earl P. 4300 Mari Ave. mnm LB, 1] impteatet) e a0.... 1804 do. F100.00 93.75
Gerstenkorn, Roy. s%z:s 21, Bl é:éﬁl;ta]y, 7th and Olive Sts., Permanent partial, 35 per cent....| 35.00 | 12500
Gillen, Harry 8... 720 East 4th St., a Cali gi Permanent partial, 45 per cent.... 45.00 93,75
Gilliland, Eugene 415 East Stockes 8t., landale, Cal Railway traffio clerk ... | Permment partial, 30 per cent.... 30.00 125.00
ilmour, Frederick.. Box 1157, %aglau of Mrs. Emma Spur, Not given 1888 AT RIS R s 30.00 93.76
Gudsha]l, Franklin M_ 1104 ghio 8t., Redlands, Calil. Permanent partial, 35 per cent._._. 35.00 3. 756
erbert 6756 K e AV s. Per t tota 100, 00 125, 00
Go!dman Abn .| 1170 “nc.ramen to S , Calil Permanent partlal 31 per cent. .. 3L.00 93.75
Good: T b L SR ) 433 Security Buﬂdlnz. .\nznles Calil....! Fire protoctiou engineer. ._l 1889 ' Permanent partial, 37 per cent._ .. 37.00 ' 125,00

-
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Orand. Touls T - ool 146 McAllister St., S8an Franciseo, Calif..... Civilengineer_.____._______ Permanent total . __.____________| $100.00 $187. 50
Grant, William L. 5650 Berkshire Dr., Los Angeles, Calif..___.| Physician. _.___...... Permanent partial, 7 per cent...|  76.00 |  187.50
Gray, Geo. EAW_......- (:amm!dg;nﬂca?ii'] Co., 200 Buist St., San | Mechanical engineer. . _ ... Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50. 00 150. 00

Greening, Earl McK. 617 Oak Knoll Grove, Pasadena, Calif, Soldier Permanent partial, 31 per cent....| 3100 | 125
Grifin, Charles F. 1102 Flood Building, San Fran Calif_._| Physi Permanent partial, 40 pec cant---|  40.00 | 130,00
Guilfol, James A~ uwoﬁm B"ﬂdmﬁi Bush and Hyde St. A Permanent portial, 42 percent____| 4200 |  125.00
Guthrie, Arthur 8.. en====-| 871 F Bt., Ban Bernardine, Calif. ............ IOk R ol 1870 | Permanent total. ... _........] 100.00 187. 50
Habegger, Jacob___ _| U. 8. veterans’ , Palo Alto, Calif____ & 1570 do 100.00 | 18750
Hair, Arthur__.__.. _| 788 Jones St., San Francisco, Calif Student 1805 | Per t partial, 45 per cont....| 45.00 | 12500
Hales, Barksdale_ .. coooocooc. 1132 South m«a St., Los Angeles, Calil_...| Civil engineer............. 1888 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent..... 50.00 43,75
Hall, Nicholas C_ 1340 1st 8t., Calif._ ---| Baker 1874 | Per total 100. 00 125.00
Hall, Warren ¥_____ . oo U.c Ba.H}Fateram' Hospital No. 24, Palo Alto, | Photographer. 1870 do. 100, 00 5
Harmon, Grove B.....ce.n......| General delivery, Verdugo City, Calif. Plumber 1802 do. 100.00 | 125.00
Hammett, B. Pot Monrova, No oecupation. . 1895 % 150,00 | 12500
Hotel Alexander, Long Beach, Calif.__.__._. ‘eacher, school...______._ 1800 | Pérmanent lm-ﬂnl 30 per cent.... 36.00 125, 00
ctigmr Gap, Retail dealer, antomobile__| 1384 | Permanent total__.......____..._.| 100,00 93.75
. 0. Box 34, Santa Monica, Calif B do. 100, 00 150. 00
520 West Tth St., Los Angeles, Calif_________ P 36. 00 125. 00
Hayes, Clande P o ooeeemmaeee East Walnut Ave., Lynwood, Calif..... 100. 00 125,00
Haysel, Arthur B._._...._222_0. 751 Formoss, Los Angeles, Calif........._... 48.00| 150,00
Heflelfinger, Miles A ...........| 1203 Hass Building, Los Angeles, Calif.._... 44.00 150, 00
Heller, Richard L. oo cocooveaannan Méﬁ‘ﬁnfth New Hampshire 5t., Los Angeles, 45.00 83.75
Hendricks, Hyda H.......__._..| 3520 Arnold Ave., San Diego, Calif........._ 100.00 | 125.00

Hershfield, Bm{. o 2448 Graeiosa Drive, Hollywood, Calif. 40. 00 125,
Hess, i 2000 Miramar St., Los Angeles, Calif partial 34.00 150. 00
Herzog, George K. 146 20th Ave., San =2 74.00 187, 50
Hicker, D2 "?g?{m Finance Building, Los partial, 40.00 125.00
Hill, John E...... 357 East Foothill Boulevard, Azusa, Calif.__| Physician and surgeon....| 1871 | Per total 100. 00 150.00
Hill, John Yoo oeeee—--..| 877 Btanford Ave., Oakland, Calif_........__| Su?winsendant i 1883 | Per t partial, 45 per cent....| 4500 125,00

of construction.
8813 Cedar St., Los A Notgiven - .- . 1870 | Permanent total. ... ceeeeeeeeneaaal 100,00 150. 00
3307 Mission St., San Fran er 53.00 |  150.00
411 Griswold St., Glendale, C @ 65,00 150. 00
ﬁ;amm 471. OakLI.::d, Calif. S 1% g 3. 75
vania Ave.. e W.75
942 East Central Ave, Rodhn% S 150. 00 125, 00
2306 Engle Ave., Al da, Calif. 86. 00 150. 00
Whi ter, Not given.... 1563 Y AR e nE R 100.00 125,00
1690 Fmé‘fﬁgs"’ Apartment 12, Ban Fran- | Railroad brakeman._.....| 1887 | Permanent partial, 55 per cent.... 55.00 150. 00
‘cisca, . -
{ P. O. Box 454, Paso Robles, Calif. Wharfman 1808 |..... do-. 55.100 125,00
3339 North an%’ Ave., Altadena, Calif..| Clerk, recording.........._| 1891 | Permanent total_ ... . ..ceeoo...| 100,00 0.78
4630 34th St., Ban Diego, Calif.__. ... Clergyman.....ocoecoae.-.| 1874 |ouon. e e 100. 00 150. 00
1717 Winowa Boulevard, Hollywood, Calif_. %&m fi 1884 60. 125.00
Hurrle, Charles O._oooooee.. ~-| 1328 South Santa Fe Ave, Los Angeles, | Sales clerk, heavy......... 1859 50.00 .75
Hurst, George W___ 628 West 27th Bt., Los Angeles, Calil. i 33.00 187. 50
Hurst, Gorden H. Lemon Grove, Calif. 'ven 30,00 93. 75
Hutson, Edgar 15407 Wadean Pl., Oakland, Calif... . - 40. 00 125. 00
Jessup, Carl J....__ CnPr;huf U. B. Veterans' Hospital Ni 100. 00 98.75
Jewell, Howard William_.___._.. 3443 Sth Ave., Los Angeles, Calif. .._.______. Permanent partial, 0 per cent.....|  40.00 9,75
Johnson, Hinsley........._......| 4444 East 5th 8t., Beach, Calif.._ ... Permanent partial, 34 per cent_.... 4. 00 125, 00
Jol Howard H. 210 San Landis Wagi y Permanent partial, 35 per cent_.___ 35, 00 187, 50
156 South Garfleld 8t., Alhambra, Calif Permanent partial, 74 per cent..... 74.00 125,00
241 Tth 8t., Richmond, Calif. Permanent partial, 39 per cent._....| 39.00 150, 00
Room 230, Hall of Justice, Los Angeles, Calif_ Per partial, 40 per cent_._..|  40.00 125, 00
d?tcl?ﬂ?:onth Callege Vine St., Los Angeles, Permanent partial, 60 per cent..._ 60, 00 150, 00
nsé Vista Del Mar Ave., Hellywood, Calif.. 100,00 93. 756
2628 Shattuck Ave., Berkeley, Calif 100. 00 150. 00
4060 Melrose Ave., Los Calif 100.00 | = 125.00
C ey 100, 00 93.75
Permanent partial, 50 per cent..._ 50. 00 93.75
Permanent total. ... ... 100. 00 125,00
68. 00 93.7.
100. 00 150. 00
85,00 187, 50
£3.00 93.75
150, 00 150. 00
100. 00 150. 00
100. 00 93. 756
33.00 125. 00
42,00 125, 00
1 100. 00 250.00
Rt. 1, Box 388-A, 100. 00 150. 00
318 Kearny St., Ban Franci: Calif_ il sal 1805 | Per t partial, 79 per cent.... 79.00 93.75
500 39th Ave,, San Francisco, Calif achinist_________.______| 1801 | Permanent partial, 45 per cant__._|  45.00 93.75
Box 342, Barstow, Calil_ . ...ooiemenaccenas Physician.. .| 1874 | Permanent total . ... .ooeeeenaao.|  100.00 150, 00
Dunawuf Blvd., El Centro, Calil.... Dentist_ ... ._.... .| 1890 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 30.00 125.00
| Bank of Italy, Powell and Market Sts_______| City fireman______________ 1877 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent..__ 35.00 125.00
.| 609 North Gower 5t., Los Angeles, Calif_____ But;l):duundent of instriee- | 1870 | Permanent , 40 por cent___ _ 40. 00 187. 50
M.
2574 31st Ave., Ban Francisco, Calif________. Draftsman.. -| 1879 | Per partial, 33 per cent.___ 33.00 150. 00
Apartment 12, Bertota Apartments, 6768 | Purchasing agent and | 1866 | Permanent total. ... ... _.....| 100.00 150. 00
minmnc ahre Hollywood Drive, Los anditor.

Lawrence, James J. . ccceeecanen 25 iaallem:ill St., Apertment 2, San Fran- | No occupation. ... ....... 1891 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent_... 30, 00 125. 00
Laxdal, Fred E....ooeeeeaeaamaaal 130 North Market St., Inglewood, Calif.....} Student 1896 | Per t partial, 50 per cent... . 50. 00 93,75
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Leo, AMbBrose. ..o oceeecaaacamm- U.U Ba.u}?ewms' Hospital No. 24, Palo Alto, Permanent total. ... .o $20. 00 $125. 00
Levy, Reuben M._____..ccoeenns La Mesa, Calif Permanent partial, 3334 per cent—_|  50.00 9.75
Lewls, Vietor Oceuvecacaiocanas) 105A25 fyrgw?vn Palm Etation, Los Permanent partial, 30 per cent..._ 30,00 150, 00

ngeles,
313 SBouth Sycamore 5t., Los Angoles, Calif... Permanent total. _ ... . ooooeoo. 100. 00 150. 00
4084 Fi 8t., Los Angeles, Calil_._..... Permanent partial, 42 per cent_.__ 42, 00 083.75
1426 SBouth Main 8t., Los es, Califl___.. Permanent partial 3100 150. 00
R. F. D. 72, Box 309-A, Los Altos, Calif____ Permanent partial 70. 00 187. 50
Star Rt. Box 38, Modesto, Calif. .. .coooo.oo 34 93.75
541 West Rustic Rd., Santa Monica, Calif... 40. 00 93.75
1205 5th Ave., ateo, Calif ..o 45. 00 93.75
920 West 28th 8t., Los Angeles, Calif._ 30. 93.75
Pottenger Sanitarium, Mom'ov% Calif. 100, 00 93.75
564 Santa Anita Rd., 100. 00 187, 50
402 Pacific National Bank. Los 50. 00 150. 00
406 4th 8t., Ban Bernardino, C: 22, 50 125,00
504 19th St Oakland, Calif.___ 100. 00 125,00
226 North o Avn ‘Whit 50.00 125. 00
411 Carilla 8t., Sant.u Rosa, Calif__. 100. 00 150. 00
2060 Santa Anita Altadena, On 150.00 | 150.00
727 Los Palmas A va Angeles, Calil. 50.00 150, 00
71 North Lima 8t., Sierra Madre, Calif......| Civil engineer....coceee-- 100, 00 150. 00
564 Boulevard Way, Oakland, Calif___ do 50. 00 125, 00
1613 Grove St., Berkeley, Calif_.... Not given 100, 00 93,75
567 Forest St., Palo_Alto, Calif.............| No pre-war occupation. .. 75.00 150. 00
301 Addison Ave., Palo Alto, Calil. do 100,00 | 12500
M Nab, Clayton L %1? %m? Mmm s‘onmn" Pmm?fi Ot 1’5}" e 150, % i?g'. %
acNal y e bnamaann . No. 1, Box 226, Congton, Calil. ._.._...| Not given.. . ..........._. 00
ann, Charlés are of Supply ﬁemrment, Fout Mastn, | Superinteadent Gosks--.—. 66.00 |~ 187.50
Manington, Ji A....cceeee..| 1342 Detroit 8t., Los (2171 GOSNl e e, 100. 00 187. 50
Mansfield, Charles. ... 771 Tyrle 8t., San Francisco, Calil. .. ....... M&ﬂm engineer, locomo- 48.00 93.75
ve el
March, Roy F 23 Brooks Ave., Venice, Calif......._._..._.| No pre-war oecupation....- 150. 00 125, 00
| Mill Valle % Calil.’ Law 1 150. 00 125, 00
Martin, Robert G__. .| 480 South Euelid Ave., Pasadena, Calif. . 100. 00 150. 00
Mastin, Wm. A 252 North 1st Bt., Fmsnn, 81 S 66. 00 93. 76
Ma , Le 115 North Valero St., Santa Barbara, C: 100, 00 125,00
Maul, Thomas. . .. Box 37, Placerville, Calif. 40. 00 93,75
Mayes, William M KrotunnOsl.Call.l’ ..... L) ot given 100. 00 93.75
Meloy, Lawrence V. 327 Flower St., Huntmqm Park, Cal Retml dealer, antomobiles 30. 00 9. 76
Me Geo. T.. 278 Post St., San Fr , Calil... Bbci‘z ng and receiving 91. 00 9.75
rk. )
Mill, Marion M. 1855 Hill Drive, Eagle Rock City, Calif..... Physician-surgeon......... 1871 | Permanent partial, 40 per cant.... 40. 00 187. 50
Miller, Earl G....... 1045 Monterey Rd., Los les, 'Oalif____..| Truck driver....... --| 1888 | Permanent ]:m'ﬁ.ll 71 per cont._.. 7L 00 150. 00
Miller, Frank U.8. veterans’ hoepital,&an emando, Calif.| No occupation. . ...._.....! 1891 | Permanent total. .. ....._.... 100, 00 187. 50
Miller, Jesse C Kelsey, El Dorado County, Calil... ________| Carpenter contractor...._. 1883 | Permanent partial, 66 per cent._._| 68, 00 03.75
Miller, William H. Care o{%ﬂmd Hotel, 729 nion St., Los An- | Purchasing agent. .1 1893 | Per partial, 60 per cent..._. 60. 00 125, 00
gel
Mingins, Royall Weeeeeemamanaes| Cgpm Damét;lll{:ns 12, Hall of Justice, San | Occupation not given._....| 1891 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent._ ... 80.00 03.75
ranciseo
Moon, Elmer L. _coeeooaaas | 111 South Benton Way, Los Angeles, Calif..| No occupation..........-. 100. 93.75
Moore, Clarente C..cecvevenvens R. F.D. No. 1, Box 448, Hayward, Calil.__ Gsprain master, mate, or 100, 00 150. 00
Moore, James W —-—.ooooeeev Willits, Cali..... : r:ﬁmuon operator. 100.00|  125.00
Moore, MontaJ.______. B 189 Bmdway, Walnut Park, Calil.......... I farmer 40, 00 125. 00
Morgan, Robert R__.. 0. Box 207, Mayfield, Calif__... " } 51.00 187. 50
Morgan, William ws Ventura Ave,, Berkeley, Calif..__.._.... bop A e e PR SR 100. 00 1256, 00
Morganstern, Arthur 219 wist Irving 'Boulevard, Los Angeles, Salesmnn. light samples.._ 30. 00 125.00
Morrin, H | 4065 39th Bt., San Diego, Calil_____ Stud 150. 00 93. 78
Morris, Edwtn V 1326 Shattuck Ave., Barkela& Calif_ 100. 00 150. 00
Mosby, Ellsworth Charles. . 433 32d St Bacramento, Cal 76. 00 125. 00
Moyer, B, H Ubfﬁh " hospital 102, Liverm 100. 00 125. 00
Maueller, Carl 8..cevreonniannces Satter, Calif.. Clzark, postal, not railroad. =5 o 100. 00 03. 75
Mulholland, Emmett...........| 718 Pacific Southwest Building, Long | Lawyer....meececcacaa.. Permanent partial, 32 per cent. ... 32.00 93.75
Murphy, Jesse J R.F. D, No. a. Box 565, Oakland, Calil.....| Brakeman, railroad....... Permanent panlsl 50 per cent.... 50. 00 93. 75
Murphy, LinnJ.__. il U. 8. naval hospital, San Diego, Calif...... Physical instructor... Permanent total ... ___._.... 100. 00 125, 00
Murphy, Michael B_.. . _........| Ghn Ranch, Calif_______________ Notgiven ... .. S 100. 00 93. 756
Myers, Thomas. . U.8. 'hoagg.:l. San Fernando, Calil_ Clerk, office supervisory...| 1888 |_.... F P R e S LR S I 100. 00 150. 00
et sl o e thle e Selle | B ) | BT wm)
ewlon, Hollyw lvd ysician and surgeon.__ - ermanen per cent.. ..

Nickersol Hospital Palo b AR o b At Rd Medical officer.....c-ao-.| 1890 | Permanent total - _ ... . ... 100, 00 187, 50
Nick, Juhn ¢ e e AN LT Gag:ﬁrsl very, section N, Los Angeles, | Student 1888 do 100. 00 93.75
Norman, Ransom 3143 Collier Ave., San Diego, Calif_....._... do... 150, 00 125. 00
Nugent, William A _ | 3021 Wash 8t., San Frani Calif ---..do..- 100. 00 93. 75
Oesch, Edward D 1115 12th Ave., Oakland, Calif_.._.._._.._..| Engineer, locomotive......| 1879 | . @0 e e caemmecmann 100, 00 125, 00
Olson, Berto A.. 401414 Moneta Ave., Los Angeles, Calif..... Permanent partial, 30 per cent. 30.00 150. 00
Orr, Charles L. ~| 1088 South Alvarado St., Los Angeles, Calif. Permanent partial, 50 per cent 50. 00 125, 00
‘arish, Henry L Perauatkt;: ments, 13th and Jackson Sts. o | Physician._________ Permanent total. _ At 100. 00 150. 00
Parkin, Walter F.. 1425 West 56th St,, Los Angeles, Calif....... No occupation N N S R S T e 100. 00 125,00
Parrish, Earl T.. ll%l Calif. %oalinifm. Union Buﬂdlng. San | Bample man, grain busi- | 1503 Perrmaneut partial, 45 per cont. . 45, 00 125.00
Payne, Charles W U.Cani }'etemns' Hospital No. 24, Palo Alto, | Student......ococcennnnaa 1890 | Parmanent total ... oeoceeconoaea- 100, 00 93.75
Pelton, Harold P R. F. D. No. 1, Box 37, Palo Alto, Calif.____ 45. 00 150. 00
terson, Howard P... -| 115 Spark st., Burbank, Calif.__..._..._.... 100. 00 125.00
Phillips, John J 1315 Harrison St. . BEN Franclsm. Qalif.. 100. 00 187. 50
Pope, Langdon A 384 South Reno St., Los Angeles, Calif._ 100. 00 038.75
Portman, Andrew 1120 Warren 5t., SBan Fernando, Calif__ 100. 00 93. 75
Potts, Albert R 4424 Mont Eagle Pl., Los Angeles, Calil____. 58. 00 125. 00

Powell, Ashb Chaffee Court, 11th St., Ontario, Calif______| Telephone repalrmm _____ 1888 | Permanent total ________._________ 100. 00 93.7
Prideaux, Wi -|%780 Euclid St., Berkeley, | Master, | R, 1874 | Permanent partial, 85 per cent_. .. 65, 00 250. 00
Prior, Roger W 10529 Tennessee Ave., teller, bank..... 1893 | Permanent partial, 84 per cent.... 84.00 93.75
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AN T T SRS & 1 X M T 1894 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent $03. 75
do 1871 | Permanent total____________. 187. 50
Ioai_;‘lyu’ 1886 | {0 ARSI 125, 00
HBB. Calif ___. i 1884 do. 125.00
g ourtland Hotel, 1873 do oo 150. 00
Ricesacde, Attilia. . Careol C. M. Wa:mi,naxm.m:aum Not given.... 1895 do 98.75
Rioa, Harold B....oooonenancasa] 018 Alto Vista Ave., Oakland, Calif__..____{ __.. B0 et 1896 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent._ .. 03.75
Rinearson, Meldrum.. .. 024 C: Ter., Los nuala& Calif _____ Mining engi 1896 | Per partial, 79 per cent__ .. 125, 00
Rol s P e | Box 67, Por Calif_ hy 1874 | Permanent partial, 58 per cent.___ 150, 00
Robey, David N.. _.. Room 501, St. Clair Bulldin&, Ban Jose, Callf.| Physician, surgeon__.__._. 1884 | Permanent partial, 61 per cent____ 150. 00
ob , Charles 8__ Elks Club, San Franeisco, Calit._____—_____.| Advertising 1800 | Per L S R R L 150, 00
Robinson, Stanley T 1150 Oak XKnoll Ave. Pasad Salesman. .. 1800 | Per t partial, 35 per cent____ 125, 00
e “7| 121 Castilleja Ave., Palo Lawyer - oo ........| 1892  Permanenttotal .________________ .75
Ruoff, Wl]lisxn 3204 Dale St., San Diego, Physician 1868 | do 150, 00
Ryan, Joseph 1121 Cordova St., Glendale, Sales clerk, heavy......___ 1802 Pm"mment pm-ual, 30 per cent._... 125. 00
pson, George H. ...oeeee....| 6810 Makes Ave., Los ali Boldi 1887 per Pt 51. 00 3. 75
8 Gilbert J 140614 North Van Nes 5t., H cs;l?od. Calif.| Student m‘.n]. 100. 00 93,75
| £ 50. 00 125, 00
B alif 44.00 | 15000
Saund Wendell 625 Western Ave., Los A Calif. 100. 00 3. 75
Schenk, Laurence. 1237 Ogden Drive Ave., Hoﬂywuod. <1 67. 00 125, 00
Schmid, John..... 5919 Keith Ave., Oakland, Calif...._..____"_ 00,00 | 15000
Sel %, Bret A 160 North May Ave., Monrovia, Calif. 150, 00 125
Scott, JAMes B ..o oooooeeriooins] Chula Vista, it Pumm:pmal.aapama_-_- 22.00| 21875
Beott, William R. . v ececeeeenaa Cs:,mof U, B. Immigration SBervice, 8an Ysi- | No mmutlan. ........... 1874 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ... 40. 00 150, 00
, Guy Ollis 860 Pacific Bnildjng Francisco, Calif... 50. 00 03.75
Shaler, Elmer M 1227 West T8th 8t., Lus Awal% ....... 100. 00 93.75
Jon Rioins 2047 Hayes St., San A 30. 00 125,

, Oharles A___ 324 South 11th St., San Jose 150.00 | 150,00
Shumaker, Ra¥..cceeecccccacna- U. 8. Veterans’ Hospital No. 102. Livermore, 100, 00 03.75
Shupe, Morris Jo_o——ooeeeeeeeaee P. O. Box 524, Pasad 5.00| 187.50
Bﬂ]jmpen b2 Lo AR B ¢ S - Ve:mns‘c-w Hospital No. 104, Ban Fer- 100. 00 93.75
Sipelle, Chester D State Hospital, Wapa, Calif 100.00 | 150.00
Bix, o L. Bar] 150. 00 150. 00
Slater, Francis 335 South Glassel 8t., 65. 00 03.75
Sm Robert.__... 2531 2d 8t., Ban D/ o] 100. 00 218.75
Bmith, Bashford.. | 2454 Road, Berkeley, Calif. 45,00 125. 00
S8mith, Charles L P. 0. Box 791, Redondo 100. 00 93, 76
Smith, Edgar W___ 218 Bouth Standford Ave. 33.00 125. 00
Smith, Edson 8. da 8t., San Dhso, Calif.__ 100. 00 03.75
S o Wilem—..-—| I 72t oo, e me

oseph 8._.__. ersey 8t, rancisco, Calif....._.....| Civil engineer..__.........| 1886 |.....do........ B 5
Smith, Robert L_.. 65 North Mad , Pasadens, Calif._._ Permanent partial, 31 per cent. 3100 | 187.50
Bpicer, M LS 2333 waa.rt 8t. Imley. Calif__ Permanent partial, 41 pet cent_... 41. 00 125, 00
Stayrum, Edwin.__....-.-.-_.. Blair & "Van Ness Building Permanent partial, 35 per cent___.| 3500 [  125.00
Btefly, Johh Li— .- o cenecamanens) 3612 %eu:'neallérim Palm’s Station, Los | Physician .........__.... 1880 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40. 00 125.00
Btephien, M., Lee. - -cccuerncnaes lwnx Third St., Santa Monica, Calif....... Clerk{némﬂ and com- | 1891 | Permanent total. ... ooooooeooo.. 100. 00 93.75
Btewart, Luther P._.-__.--___-.- 320 Bandine Ave., Riverside, Calif. 1879 Pﬁrmamut partial 50 per cent..._ 50. 00 187, 50
Stewart, Ferman. 1041 Mendocino St., Alladenal, Calif .. .. .. Not given.................| 1895 | Permanent total__.._.._...... ... 100,00 .75
Btrong, Frank ..o 620 SBouthwest Huriand Ave., "Los Angeles, | Surveyor. Pﬂrmsnent wﬁal_ 40 per cent.... 49, 125,
Struder, Ott0 8_..._..evvennvn-n-.| 394 South Reno St., Los Calif...... Permanent partial, 70 per cent....|  70.00 125, 00
Strum, Elmer A~ 722770770 . amca“hgmmm View Ave., o, Per ¢ total 100. 00 9.75
Bullivan, Frank J. . ceeeceecee.--| 1074 Florida St.. San Francisco, Calil.._._..| Pmnmt partial, 56 per cent_.. 56. 00 187. 50
Bullivan, Walter.... | mca?&""“” Bank Building, Hollywood, t partial, 35 per cent.... 35,00 150, 00
gutllﬂ, E;lwnrg D. ﬁ@:&-ﬂask Chula Vista, Cnl."l:tﬁ_ = 50.00 3. 76
weet, Edward._ e Ave., Long Beach, 100. 00 150,00
% Clarence 1515 West 70th Bt.: Los Calif. do. 100. 00 150. 00
hlen, Albert 378 Camberland ancisco, Calif. .. ot Permanent partial, 55 per cent.... 55,00 093,75
Taylor, Ben Bradley......cc.-..| 322 West 53d 8t., Los Angeles, Calif.........| Marble setter, tile setter__.| 1803 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent....| 100.00 93.75
Terry, Vinal B Hemet, Calif. Marine sailor 1877 | Permanent , 70 per cont.... 70. 00 150. 00
Thayer, W 1287 South Plymouth Bt., Los Angeles, Calif.| Office man e eeemee=e===| 1888 | Permanent s 61 per cent.... G100 125, 00
Tho! Agnews State Hospital wubﬂCrr!j! ...... No neeum e 100. 00 150. 00
471 Riverdale Drive, Glen: et [T = e 100. 00 93.75
T msmmest S8an Fran Boulevard, Burbank, Sh"'hn* 34.00 .75
Topping, Moses H.....c.ceaea..| 4027 West 28th St,, Los Angeles, Calif.......| Not given 1874 | Per: t x 100. 00 125.00
?es. wlDud}eyAw Fenice Calif. Student. 1896 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40.00 - 93,75

Turner, Kenneth B_.........._| 1 Et. Los Angeles, Calil........| Physician, surgeon........| 1874 | Permanent total __ ___._______.___. 100. 00 187. 50
Tysh, Kenneth H__ Rk No, 3, Bmsn Pasadena, Calif. ... Babwnan.heewmgl:;.- 1897 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 24,50 03.75
Upton, Ford Jewett 379 Patterson St < Ghmdnle, Calif. __ Qutside sal it | 1802 .. do. EOEIEEy ] 35,00 125. 00

samples.
Uznay, Charles H 1126 Broadway, Alameda, Calif. . oeeen-.. Mgﬂne engineer, locomo- | 1887 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent.... 33.00 93.75

Ve .
Vanderlin, John H... 120 Independence Ave., Bouthgate, Calif....| Car b , Car repair- 100. 00 125.00
man,
Van Gent, Conrad E. Calif. Not given 100, 00 125.00
van Gﬂder. Frank R 1905 North Bronson Ave., Los An; 33. 125, 00
ames A__ oodﬂd-.ﬂmh[utao, File clerk 68, 00 150. 00
v whal L nn Hillside Ave., 0 100, 00 03.75
Vu weider, Willlam F.. Clover alif. .-| Carpenter 58. 00 93,76
gaidegtl:’h Arthor.. ... K _.,‘Aﬂt.. Glendal Cllj!' Notah %g i%g.g
a0 College Berkeley, Calif_......____| Not given 1 Y

Washburne, Aﬁnil.. Fuir Oaks, Ca!ir Box 103, Rt. A.___. 405 150, 00 150, 00
Witson, Joseph M- ’mhlaﬂa " Los Calit-~_22 [ Tawyer. - 70,00 | 150,00
eeks, Georga Waldoeeeaeen-o..| 815 10th St., Rid:mond, (o T SSRISTEENILE 550 2 RS T | 100, 00 125,00
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b
Weirick, Arthur M ... Buite 8‘32. }:all:lf Van Nays Bullding, Los | Bank clerk, R. and C.....| 1803 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent._._| $31.00 $125.00
ngeles, :
Welch, Robert J ...oocoeeea....| 715 Glenridge Ave., Los Gatos, Calif____....| Not given 1806 | Per t total_ 150. 00 03.75
Welsh, Rex Earl 32231 Halm Ave., Culver City, Calif._....... QGeneral farmer...........--| 1890 | Permanent partial, 32 per cent. ... 32.00 03.75
West, John A_._... 1027 North Sycamore St., Los A es, Calif_| Student 1808 Permnent pnrtial, 34 per cent.... 34.00 125.00
ler, Harey Lo occeceecaeeee| 357 Calaveras St,, A.'It.adena, Ci Bank cashi 1801 rux Lo R ST 100. 00 125. 00
‘Whiffen, Roscoe A. BO‘ES“ d City Bank Building, “San Jose, | Physici 1872 | Per purtial, 30 per cent. ... 30. 00 150. 00
White, Charles F....ccmecccances| 17 Bonita Ave., Long Beach, Calif_._____._.. Not :twm 1807 do. 80.00 125.00
White, John W___.. S I %Itﬂl, Palo Alto, Calif_ do.. 1887 | Permanent total__.____________ . 20,00 125. 00
White, Leslie G .. ..o ST 634 umm Exchange Building, Los Angeles, | Cotton clerk, office........| 1892 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 125,00
Whlmhead Ioseph j TR RO mx Gramen:y PL, Hollywood, Calif. Teacher 3] R e e S S e S e e 35. 00 03,75
ide, Robert B 2015 Wﬂmot 8t., L&;a Angeles, Calif_.______._ Not given.__. 1896 | Per t ek 100. 00 93.75
Whll.mom Frank B...........__| 1822 North F aks Ave., Pasadena, Calil._| Physician_ ... .. .oo..._| 1873 |_____do.... 100. 00 150. 00
Wicafl, Wier W_...oooeo. wmmamas| 418 thinglaqum Building, care of Orange A.glmlwml director as | 1880 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent.... 52. 50 150.00
gounty C&v?atment Corporation, Los d instructor.
T GJBS, »
Wid Jesse E 253 North Hope St., Los Amca]aa, Calil. ... No occupation given......| 1883 | Permanent total_ . ... . coeeo....] 100.00 125,00
Williams, Eldridge T............| 732 Geo! Bt., VaIle ........ Not given 1885 1 ___. do 100. 00 93.75
Williams, Kenneth A _ 2643 Ple?:nnt A\'e erkeiu , Calif. 100. 00 93.75
Williams, Ray Terry. Belle St., Corons, Calil_.......... P S 41,00 125.00
Williams, Walter A__ 1151 North Wileox Ave., Hollywood, Calif...| Sch £3. 00 125. 00
Wilson, James N_._.._..........| 402 Strand, Hermosa Beach, Calif S 100, 00 150. 00
Wincher, Ellsworth M. 128 Sunnyside Ave., Red]ands. Calif ... 150. 00 125. 00
Winston, James W.__ . .oooeoae Care of Agnew's State Hospital, Agnew, Calif. 100. 00 93.75
Wirths, Carl William...__..__...| 7980 West 75th 8t., Los Angeles, Calil_______ Coppermand sheet-metal | 1888 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent..._ 50. 00 125.00
wor'
Wiser, Frank C,__...._...___.... 161 South Norman Ave., Los An Calif.. Physlclan-................ 1870 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent.... 31.00 218.75
Wishard, Harry A_. 3135 Kerchoff Ave., Fresno, Calil__._________ 1887 | Permanent total . ...___.._._......] 100.00 125,00
Wolcott, Lester O.. 332 Forger Ave., Fresno, Calif. Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ... 40.00 125.00
Woodward, Frank A . 2300 West 10th St Los Angeles, Calil_ - Permanent partial, 64 per cent__._ 64. 00 125.00
‘Wooldridge, Jesse Wi Hsrno::o A o ts. 1416 11th B8t., Sacra- Per t partial, 43 per cent_._._ 43. 00 187. 50
mento, Calif.
Wrght, Linn: O e e ]2}33}}1“ Mount Trail Ave., Sierra Madre, Per Edotal s 125. 00 125. 00
Wright, Marcus J.......... wene=-| 207 West Hawthorne 8t., Glendale, Calif.... do. 100. 00 03.75
Wright, William Abel._.._._.... Care 3! ch:rvetemns “hospital, 8an Fer- -i.2do, 100. 00 93.75
nando, 1l
Wyman, 5 B 2044 55th Ave., Oakley, Calif ... ..._..... No pre-war occupation....| 1804 [.____do 200. 00 125.00
Wyman, William McK | 1114 La Juna St., Santa Barbara, Calif.._... Foreman construction.....| 1886 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent. .. 33.00 93.75
Youngeen, JODD - o vnnvoceceaanas U.CEI.HVetanm’ Hospital 102, Livermore, | Shipmaster ... . o.co... 1868 | Permanent total . ______.._.._....| 100.00 125. 00
COLORADO
Barton, Charles Harry .. ........ 815 North Tejon 8t., Colorado 8prings, Colo.| A §150. 00
Betts, William Ilubert,___..‘.‘. 1236 3d Ave., Longmont, Colo.....ceeennn-s | M 150,00
Fitzsimons Hospital, De:nvar, Colo_. Physiclan_ .. _.___ S ! 125,00
432 Republic Buﬂdln%me Caolo.... do_.. partial, 55 per cent 150, 00
Fiéss]imaus General Hospital, Fitzsimons, | Engineer, mechanic.._.___| 1802 Psrrma.nunt - S s 1 125, 00
Brown, Thaddeus C.. _.ooeeeo... 1317 La Porte Ave., Fort Collins, Colo__....| Notgven. ... 1888 |. .. [ e e e L e M 00N 125.00
Bryan, L Smith 211 East Uintah Bt., Colorado Springs, Coio.| Student. 1896 do... 100, 00 125.00
Buckland, Wm. Eaton.... Fitzsimons Hospital, Denver, Colo._........| Coal miner 1894 do 100. 00 93.75
Bush, Bradford 8. ... 2860 Bellaire St., Denver, Col0..oeeronne-- AT R sl | ) SR e A R e e .| 100.00 03.75
Campbell, Robt. Augustine.....| U. Ea!al Veterans’ Hospital No. 80, Fort Lyon, | Inspector...... -| 1880 do.. 100. 00 125.00
Carpenter, Clark . .. ....cveeeee.. 1800 Ford St., Golden, COl0.<acoceeaaaaaaca- Not given.... .| 1888 | Per partial, 43 per cent. ... 43.00 125.00
Chase, John Samson._ .. ......_.. Majesr.g:oiﬂ ock, 16th and Broadway, Den- | Physician__ ... ... 1890 Pernmnent pa.rtln.l. 32 per cent._.__ 32.00 125.00
Ver,
Chisholm, Archibald. ... — L Paul 8t., Denver, Colo__......._. e T e o Permanent total .....oooooooo... 100. 00 150. 00
Clark, John Crafton Fit 1 Hospital, Denver, Colo... Studeut ................... do__ 100. 00 93.75
Lomar, Roy Francis....ooccee.--| General dall\ranr. Denvar. po7 e AN S R e --to. 100. 00 93.75
Conkling, Chas, Edw___ 4135 Hooper 8t., Denver. ............. Eleth'{csl ongineer ........ o-—=do_ . 150. 00 150. 00
Copse{ "oy Marion. . Fitzsimons General Hospital, Denver, Colo.| Lumber retail dealer______| 1894 -.do_. 100. 00 9.75
ughlin, John P___.__ .| 1430 Teyden Bt., Denver, Col Btadent - e do 100. 00 93. 75
Cox, Casper Waldo. . _o..coacee-s 9&8 Olive 8t., Denver, Colo. .- oo |ones ahoon i e e SSORE S R A S SR AR R RS TR 100. 00 125, 00
Craven, A.lex R... General Hospital, Denver, Colo.| Not given do._. 100. 00 93.75
Denis, Geo. W____...... ARSI Red lTop Austin Bluffs, Colorado Springs, | Student do.. o 150. 00 125.00
olo.
Devereux, Lonis itzsi General Hospital, Denver, Colo._ oot e S do_. 100. 00 125. 00
Dickey, Frank G_.. . eeene Boulder, Colo. Clerk, office do. 100. 00 125,00
Dozios, Geo. Amedea 1267 Pearl 8t., Denver, Colo__ ... Stndento i e s doo_ - e e s S 100. 00 125. 00
Driggs, Adrian A __._________ Careof H. M. Beatty, assistant cashier, First | Not given.______________.__| 1877 |._....do.... 100. 00 125.00
National Bank, Denver, Colo.
Edwards, Will Elmer. ... wa==--| P. 0. Box 451, Denver, Colo____.. e TN Postal clerk 1862 1 [ et e e A S 100. 00 125.00
Eyerly, Sema Le Clere.. 3727 Wolll 8t., Denver, Colo_ PhYSD. .o oo 1879 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent.... 50.00 150,00
Finley, Harry McKiver.........| P. 0. Box 225, Aurora, Col Bindento: il SR --| 1897 | Permanent total______.._.__ el 100. 00 93.75
Fuller, John A 891 South York 2., Dunvur, Colo.... e-en--| Not given 1593 do.... 100. 00 93.75
Galloway, Albert J 2570 Grape St., Denur, Colo.Z= 100. 00 93.75
Goodman, John Bartlett. 1471 Cook 8t., Denver, Colo 100. 00 187. 50
G ,» Morton 1920 Wood Ave., Colorado Springs, Oolo. ... 100. 00 125, 00
Cuthrie, Carl J. ... ......... UCS. Veterans’ ilosp{tal No. 80, Fort Lyon, 100, 00 125. 00
alo.
Hall, Robt. Keith. .. ..ocoeeaeae 555 Williams St., Denver; Colom . coanacacas Permanent partial, 78 per cent..._ 78.00 93.75
y Bimon. .. ... eeeen-=--| (lockner Hospital, Colorado Sprrings. Colo.. t total_. 100. 00 93,75
Hallenbech, Vernon M..__...._. Gl&lkner Sanatorium, Colorado Springs, | Not given_____._.__._______| 1896 | ____ do 100. 00 8.75
0,
Harl, Maple T. .. ... _..........| 985 Washington St., Danvar, Cnln do 100. 00 187, 50
Harrington, Michsel C.. 924 East 17th Ave,, Denver, Colo...........| Banker-cashier_ ... ...._.| 1863 |_____ do. 100. 00 187. 50
Hawkins, Leon G......... Apnr‘t;)mant B 1007 East th‘i Avo.. Denvar, Mechanical engineer. ... 1801 do. 100. 00 125.00
olo.
Hearn, Gulford C__.__..._....| lﬁé‘ogashingwn St., Apartment 22, Denver, | Framer_________ : 1895 do 100. 00 125. 00
Heath, Clifford J. . ._____ 1960 Sherman St., Denver, Colo- .. ___.. Physiciah. ........ | 1883 |_.___do. 100. 00 150. 00
Heck, Milton E. Fit General Hospital, Denver, Colo_| Mechanical engineer_.____| 1592 |_____do. 100. 00 125.00
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High&bothnm, Walter $03.76
d, Fred Young. 125, 00
fland, Lew Elmare 125. 00
Hott, David... 150. 00
Howard, Jobn 150. 00
615 Nevada Ave., Colorado Springs, Colo._ 125. 00
Fitzsimons Euspif.nl. Fitzsimons, Colo. ... - 100. 00 125. 00
1909 North Cascade 8t., Colortdo Bprings, | Btore manager-_______._.. | 1885 -...-.dn._ 100, 00 93. 75
1336 Emporia St., Aurors, Colo. . .cevuesnain | N SR AN | 189¢ | Permanent total .................| 100.00 03.75
1115 14th Ave., Grealay. Colo.. -| Physici | 1868 B0 100. 00 150. 00
Et. 2i Box 615, Edg:m. Ot i Notgiven ... . 1885 |..___do. 100. 00 150. 00
ver, Colo Ph | 1879 do 150.00 | 18750
James eeameemnnmene| Fitzsimons Hi ospttal Denver, Cuh.,.. ........ Su tendent | 1878 do. 100. 00 150. 00
Do M 1801 Culebra Ave., Colorado Office clerk % A do. 150. 00 3. 75
Lilly, Eugene Jo..neeeeemooamean Cragml or Sanntorlum, Colorado Sprlnas. Etudent 1806 | do..... 100, 00 150. 00
lemsston, John Lo ciacanas) No. 9 Santa Fe Drive, Denver, Colo. ... Not given [ 1853 | do.... 100. 00 150. 00
os. Ladmaore. . 033 Madison Bt., Denver, R ' | 1808 | ____ do.... 100. 00 93.75
R g 1119 North Cedst St., Colorado Springs, Colo-| Lawyer. 17211770 [ 1889 |- ao. oo 100 12500
Maloney, John Patrick.........| Hotel Denver, Colo......... Not given | 1808 | ek 100. 00 93.75
Manuel, Jos. C U.CS.!" t s" Hospital No 80, Fort Lyon, | Bheriff_______________. .. 1881 | ... do.... 100. 00 125.00
olo |
2538 Mauon 8t., Denver, Colo.. Auto memm:....-.....-.; 1866 |-¢mdn,... 100. 00 125.00
1784 Jasamin Bt ., Denver, Calo... .| Ph 11889 | do. 100. 00 125,00
3 ‘UCSIVemm Hospital *\ﬂ 80, Fort Cofum broker 1863 | do... 100, 00 125,00
‘0lo |
1680 Hanover St., Aurora, Colo._____.__.._.. Express clerk. ... 1882 | do... 4 100.00 125, 00
American Ex Co., Denver, Colo_. Btudent............ 1893 | .. 100. 00 .75
1383 Jackson St., Denver, Colo_....... Federal office clerk_._..___ | 1887 do.... 100.00 | 150.00
804 West 5th Ave., Denver, Colo. .nomvmenonv dier 1885 | 0. 100.00 93.75
1336 Gaylord 8t., Denver, Colo Banking | 1893 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent..| 86,00 |  125.00
2370 Fairfax, Denver, Colo. ---| Physici | 1801 | Per fotal o o wo00| 15000
738, North pruce ét., Colorado Eprings, do | 1890 do. 100,00 | 125.00
Gl Banatorium, Colorado Springs, | Bales clerk....... 1805 = do 150. 00 0375
}r ond G......-...| Cralg, Colo......... Dentist._. 1894 | do. 100. 00 150,00
anann, ohn Franeis. ... liast sacl Ave., Denver, Colo Not given 1879 | do. = 100. 00 125.00
Newhauser, John lm ae 8t Dem'ar. Opllg - 2isn i 1885 |-____do 100. 00 125.00
Nimmo, Wm. Thomas 1357 ver, Col0.-ezmenmon Stock clerk, H. C.. 1897 |_____do 4 100.00 93.76
Norton, Dana Oliver.. | Buite 21 Awry Bioct., Fort Col]lnx. Colo...| Physici 1874 |.___.do 100. 00 125. 00
Oakley, Gurney O..... 1006 8t., 1804 | do 100. 00 150.00
0! Walter..... | %ﬂﬂth \1’1%& ‘Dsnver.lﬁColo_-- | @ | :n &‘uﬁ }fig
Owen, HAITy. .. oo . Box 17 'Ver, | | 0.
Owens, RObOrf-.-——-—-—-—-onv- Che St., Colorado Springs, Colo.. 11880 22" do 100.00 | 150,00
Ernest , Denver, Colo. 1878 ... 100. 00 187. &0
2251 Eudora 8t., Denver, Colo. o - o cceeao... 1802 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.....| 35.00 125. 00
P. O. Box 1405, Denver, Colo........ t partial, 37 per cent____. §0.00 125,00
| 1415 LaFayette 5t., Denver, Colo. - cevene-.| 1307 - PR SR LS 100. 00 03.75
GﬁMhSl.Doum Colo. 100. 00 93.75
‘I'?in East Ccfli!u agf.hbenvar. Colo. iﬁg lg%
tzsimons Hospi tzsimons, o 1 1
2038 Fairfax St., Denver, 40. 00 93. 75
1418 Elizabeth &t., Denver, Colo..-.-....... 10000 | 125
1401 North Nevada Ave., 6olwadnswm 150. 00 .75
1623 Eudora Bt., Denver, Colo__ 100. 00 150. 00
C jpolitan Hotel, Denver, nnln do 100. 00 3. 75
820 t., Ver, ! o 100. 00 93. 75
| 1673 Sherman St., Denvar. f‘nln % | o 100. 00 150. 00
{ 315 South Downing & Dmver. Colo. do. 869 | 0. 100. 00 125.00
1211 Race Bt., Denver, ................. Civil engineer__...__.___ -—| 1884 |.____do 100. 00 125.00
732 Gel inSt. Denver, Ccuio.. 1 farmer 1803 \.....do 100. 00 3. 756
| Allens ver, Colo Sall 1884 _____do. 100.00 |  150.00
1291 FaiﬂuBL. Dem'u'. Cole === s Salesclerk. ...ccceraen-a..| 1806 1.____de 100. 00 125.00
, Harry Wm... Fif i Hospital, Fitzsimons, | Creditman. ...coeeeeeea.. de 100. 00 93,75
Stockman, Dryden.....eeee.....] 1407 Chestu' 8t., Aurora, Colo..... Not given. 100. 00 150.00
Euiel]or Glm Wood: ooz Box 64, Aurors.Culo ............................................ 100. 00 8. 75
624 South Ogden 8t., Denver, Col0 cccaee-.-. Bodgide Ll SR o 58,00 150. 00
Kittridge, Colo...._._. il d 100. 00 3.7
- South St., Rt. 4, box 161 C., | Student 150. 00 93.75
7125 East Coifax Ave., Denver, Calo. 150.00 | 125.00
Fitzsimons Hgﬁ;:?ltal. Fitzsimons, Cal 100. 00 125, 00
‘Wheatridge, e o 100. 00 150. 00
1435 nce Bt., Denver, Colo 100. 00 125.00
1720 Chester 8t., Aurora, Colo .| Athlete 50. 00 93. 756
3 C:inof Fitzsimons General Hospital, Hotel clerk 100. 00 93.75
Wheolar. Lefoo.. 2142 Lowell Bnﬂd.ln% Denver, Colo.........| School e 100. 00 93,75
hitbeck, Lnuls Hunt Fitzsimons General Hospital, Denver, Colo.| Not given 70 125,
Wihun, Channcey G.. 1125 Marion St., Apt. No. 8, Denver, Colo..| Student 100.00 98.75
Winner, Wm. Lane__ . 741 Penn St., Denver, Colo. .. cccrcamaaaeao. Mechanical engineer. .....| 1880 | Permanent parunl 50 per cent.... 50. 00 93,75
‘Woody, Russell Charles_....._.. 5801 East 16th Ave., ver, Colo... Machinist. 1890 | Permanent total-... .. coeeea-- 100. 00 150. 00
CONNECTICUT
B , John Jos 123 P Ave,, Meriden, Conn......... - None 1890 | Permanent total_____. ..o oouee-| $100. 00 $93.75
Cafferty, Edmond J....ccae...... Forestville, Conn., P. 0. Box 170. . _.._.___| Clerk, records and com- | 1863 Permmnt parual, 30 per cent.._ - 30.00 125.00
Cousing Jno, Wm | Connecticut State Iospital, Middletown, LG 1889 | Per total . ___. 100, 00 150,00
Garlick, Edward Earl .! 1843 Elm 8t., Stratford, Conn.__. Lawyer. . ----| 1884 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent____ 34.00 125.00
Gettingo, James A... 209 Whalley Ave., New Haven, Conn....... Plysieian__.__...._..____. 1890 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent.._. 33,00 150.00
Grant, James Levi... il 1 Hulbard Pi., Wethersfleld, Conn.meennn-.. | Clerk, record ana com- | 1892 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.. .. 50,00 03.75

puting.
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CONNECTICUT—continued
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. com;
Name Address Occupation Birth Extent of disability mtm
Lt now
paid
Tngersoll, Colin M........... ..| 67 Glenbrook Rd., Stamford, Conn.._...... Per t total. _ $150.00 $125.00
er, Vietor H.___ -| 8 Mansfield 8t., New Haven, Conn..__1_..| Salesman........ 222220 1896 | do.- 100. 00 .75
Monngi’mn, Wm. A -| 214 High 8t., Bristol, Conn. . .. .ovcce-a--..| Physiclan .. oo......| 1886 |___.. do._. 150, 00 125.00
M , Gerald M.__ 321 Greenwich Ave., Gmnwlch, Conn_ Permanent partial, 50 per cent... . 50, 00 150. 00
Mul , Patrick John. -| 47 Shultas P, I{anford, #aper broker.....coeea-... Permanent total 100. 00 125.00
Raymond, Henry J___ Litchfield Co., Norfolk, Conn ............... None given. . 1881 0. 100. 00 125,00
Rowland, Mauriee T. 42 Columbiz Boul evsré Waterbury, Conn do. 1889 do. 150, 00 3. 75
Cl 687 Park Row, West Hsrtl.’ord Conn..._____ No occupation............ 1881 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.._. 30,00 125,00
750 Main St., Hartford, Conn Physici 1800 | Per total 160,00 | 12500
24 Smith St,, Danbury, Conn__..._..__..... NODE EI VD -« oo 1887 |- do- . 100. 00 125, 00
bert - .....- 704 New Britain Ave., hartlbrd, Conn...... Student.. 1894 | Per: t partial, 30 per cent_.=. 50. 00 125, 00
118 Main 8t., New Canaan, Conn do.- 1805 do e 30.00 125. 00
Inclmn Fld. Rd. and Cross Lane, Gmnwlch Teacher, athlete coach____| 1806 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent.... 60, 00 125.00
Bullivan, Jeremiah B. 274 Dmel Ave., New anan, Conn Permanent partial 75 per cant-._* 75.00 150. 00
Tarrington, Edw. C.. R. F. D., Norfolk, Conn._ Permanent total__..._..._.. 100,00 | 150,00
Ward, James Jos 19 Sheldon St., \'mterhu.r Peru.mentpsnlal 56 per cent &6, 00 3. 75
‘Wood, Chas, Clement Tlée Great Manutactunng Co., New Haven, Permanent parﬁ.nl. 6l percent....{ 6100 93.75
onn.
DELAWARE
Bean, Herbert Souder. .....o.... 834 Market St., Wll L 1 I Engineer. 1890 | Per t partial, 35 per cent....| $35.00
Howell, Harrison W.__. *| 824 Washington St., Wi mmgton, Del Physici 1873 | Pormanenttotal _________.________ 100. 00
MeKelvey, Wm. Jno... 206 West 21st St.,, V{ ilmington, Del. .. Mechani 1883 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent.... 75.00
Porter, Howard B__ .. c.cveoeooi] 70514 6th 8t., W ﬂm.l.ngwn, Del Yardmaster. 1892 | Per 2 T e e Y 100. 00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
| 808 Taylor Bt. NW., Wanhin N Civil engineer .c.ceeeeeeae | £39. 00
St. Elizabeths Iius%l n, D. C.| Not Eiwm 20.00
-| 1356 Fa'rmont St nsﬁlngm FO 160. 00
-| Bt. E]imbetb.l Hospitnl Washi on. D, G do..- mmeemeemmme——. 0 20. 00
27 8th 8t. NE ashinston u b s Lo =S | Bales manager. 1886 | Permanent partial, 86 per cent.... 86.
907 8th 5t. NW., Washington, D, C........ | Machinist. . .cceenncciios 1888 | Permanent partial 75 per cent.... 75.00
Monmouth Apmm(lmts 1819 G St NW., | Not given.....cccacaee-...| 1888 | Per 100, 00
Brown, Philip. .o ooeoeeeenaenes “ ord sgw N’E Washington, D, C... do 1870 |-~ do..- 100. 00
mwn]ns.;l Wecscoaaas 2??.?5 anll):lllé 8t,, Cleveland Park, Wash- |..._. o e 1878 |- do... 100. 00
545 Eﬂ‘lbl Main St., Winchester, Va........ No occupation given......| 1889 |..... do.. 100. 00
.| 2320 20th 8t. NW., Washington D0 Student 1808 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent.... 45.00
8t, Elizabeths Hos; ital, Washington, D. C.| Notgiven.......__.____.| 1886 | Permanent total. ... ooee_.....| 40. 00
1507 Buchanan St. Washington, D. C.| Dentist..__.__.___________ 108 g T e e 150. 00
isg.'no th.r.é NW. Apemnent 501, Wae-hlnx- Not given 1868 [.._..do 100. 00
n
1330 L Bt. NW., Washington, D. C__....._. 8chool teacher...._...__...| 1893 | Permanent Fnrt 33 eent. ... 33.00
7129 T;h Bt. NW‘ Washlns&o’n D.0O........| Not given_.... 1881 | Per t Dtalm' e 100. 00
1855 Calvert St. NV, Wash! n, D. C...| Clerk, office, Federal.____. 1881 [._._.do
3TI8 F Bt. NW., Wasf: 1. jed S Clerk, olﬂg:.xﬁmrd.s and | 1885 do
omputing.
Care of Mr. Dietz, Takoma Park Bank, | Toolmaker ... ....o.... 1806 | Permanent partial, 723 per cent..

Takoma Park, D. C.
Box 1}!;[1.. Pannsy!éran.in Avenue BStation, | Theatrical manager and

npay g8 E 3 BS
88 8 & 88

W ngum. D a! .
2834 27th 5t. NE., Washi 0, D0 -] NOE VSN e s
4425 QI!;!t.C NW., Foxhall Village, Washing- | Lawyer. . ...cccceeecaacean
ton, . C.
me 16th 8t. NW., Washlngton, 7 3 1 © S Timber 00
aleigh Hotel, Washlngto ___________ 0
oot, DD.’: Butternut St. NW Wash.inston, . C..| Farmer 1 00
Foy, Bernard J_________________. 325 Washington St. NW., Washington, D. C. Garnge keeper or manager. 50
Fraser, Donald Wm.ooveoecenn. Room l(!;E].3 Senate Office Building, Wash- | Soldier...... 1 100. 00
Furbershow, Arthur W..........| 4931 Tth 8t, W hington, D. C Permanent partial, 32 per cent._.. 32.00
Gilbert, Pmnﬁss | R R 210 P St W ‘Washington, D.C__________ Permanent pattlal. 45 per conb. ... 45, 00
Gose, John H 8 d floor, 806 17th St. Wash ngton, D.C. Permanent total. _-...—ooooaeo 100. 00
Graupner, Adolphus E........__| 230]% Adams Mill Rd. NW , Washington, Per t partial, 61 per cent.... 61.00
Haley, Edward Mel............. 3028 Porter St. NW., Wash e 3 M e SO0 Physician....cceceeaceesss| 1864 | Pormanent tolal....ceceeeeeaccaan 100, 00
H Edward M 8t. Elizabeths Hoamtnl Was lnston, D. O.| Student.. 1807 do. 20. 00
Hastings, Thos, W..............| 2100 Mass. Ave., Washington, D. Not given 1873 |- __do 150. 00
Hill, Edwm'd D.-. ---| 3701 Mass. Ave. NW Washl'ng do. 1893 do 100. 00
Horton, Harry M 4437 Klingle 6: N‘i’i’ Wesley ilaishts. do 1877 do. 100. 00
Washington, D
Howley, Wm. T. 704 Iny am St. NW., Wash.lnxtnn, D.C..| Ins ‘ul‘ansl.nmmn I:eI. 1890 60. 00
-| 128 B Bt. NE,, Wash.[ng‘ton D.C N 1804 100. 00
1464-A Girard St. NW., Wnahlns‘tnn. D. C. m?es ............... | 1896 B4. 00
Rggm %ﬂ% Munitions Bmldmg, Washing- | Electri ginoer.......| 1893 | Permanent partiai, 76 per cont ... 76. 00
m, D. C.
1401 215t Bt. NW., Wsshlng‘l.un. D.C Physi 1873 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent.... 44.00
1712 16th 8¢, NW, tment 705 Bwitch 1800 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent ... 80. 00
142 K 8t. NW,, "W ton, D. C Physician 1885 | Permanent partial, 37 per cent.... 37.00
8810 Eeokuk St., Washington D. O.______...| No occupation given......| 1893 Permmeat partlnl, 30 per cent.... 30. 00
2821; Adams Mill Rd. NW., Washington, | Physician. ...oeeeeeeceeuon 1887 | Permanent total . - oo oeemaaean. 100. 00
Apartlmnt 234, Phillips Terrace, 1601 Ar- | School-teach 1836 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent.... 50. 00
gonne Pl. NW., Washington, 15. c.
3025 15th 8t. N W ‘Washington, -.-__.- Die sinker, metals.._...... 1891 | Permanent total.....eeeeocacacean 100. 00
| 8t. Elizabeths prlta] Wnshinxton . C..| Physician 1801 do. 140.00
| 1410 G St. S8E., Washington, D. C.._....... Photographer_ ... ... 1884 (... do 150, 00
1764 Church 8t. NW. h.l n D. C...| No pre-war occupation....| 1888 do. 100. 00
Iévingsl.on. B K. £31 Whittier PL, Washington g Student 1807 | Per t partial, 31 per cent....,  31.00
Lockwood, Schee M___..........| 2825 25th St. N o W do. 1896 | Per t partial, 35 per cent_.__| 35.00

IApproximate,
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2000 Ordway St. Washingwn D. C.........| Bales Permanent partial, 61 per cent....| $125.00
3613 13th St, NW., Washington, D. Orooers Permanent partial, 37 per cent. ... 150,00
A t 104, a‘m Colorado Ave. NW., Permanent partial, 32 per cent. ... 125.00 !
Murdock, JAMES O—-.oeoooooe..| 1624 23d St. NW., Wi D. C. Permanent total. .- ....ome.oeenner 150. 00
Murphy, John______________..... Rgmcm. 1343 H Bt. N ashington, do. 150.00 |
Oliver, Fred N..o.cucenacnnioes Room 906, X I{nmtantm Commerce Commis- Permanent partial, 45 per cent. . 187.50
on
Owens, Frank M_____ et e 15&m 8t. NW.,, Apartmaut 204, Wash- Permanent partial, 42 per cent.... .75
ton,
Parker, HATY Booeoeccecmcacaee Aﬁnmg‘n;;nt 305, 8500 14th St. NW., Wash- | Clerk, office, Pedaml._-...: 1880 | Per total. .. 150. 00
|
Phillips, Geo. W-. 610 Langm]low ‘St. NW., Washington, D C.| Balesman, light samples___| 18985 ol re L I TR el S ) 0. 75
Pickett, George B 204 Ontario Apartment, wmlnxm. L0 Mmm e ager personal employ- | 1893 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent. ... 93.75 |
sl
Pillow, Noel A...oonicommacocans 1808 G Bt. NW., Washingt Not given l 1896 | Permanent total......oceeeecace-s 03.75
Pritehard, Frank A.............| Apartment 6, ‘The Cedric, Wasnmgton, __...do { 1898 do. 03,75
in G 1227 Trmac 2:‘1;?1?" Uﬁ% urwf'!:ihblmw D.0......d I. P t partial, 30 t
Robbins, Urb! e o it ve ngton, s =00 --==-| Permanen per cent.... 125,00
nginaomsﬁ, Christopher. . ... 817 Longfellow St. NW., Washington, . D.C. Ordwhnmmmmn analyst to |.___.. Permanent partial, 56 per cent. ... 56.00 03, i
25 > 2
1710 Webster Bt. N Notglven .. ________| 1807 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent_ ... 30. 00 3. 75
1033 21st 8t. N'W., Washington Boldier. | 1897 | Per partial, 331¢ percent..|  50.00 93.75
Care of Meuopoi!un Clab, Wuhlngton, Author (on new evidence)_ 1869 | Per t partial, 61 per cent.... 61. 00 218.75
733 Investment Building, Washington, D. C_| Assistant patent lawyer, | 1802 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40.00 150. 00
office patent attorney.
.| 1720 13th Bt. NW., W Boldi 1877 Pmmtmrtlal.wp&mn:-... 50. 00 150. 00
F:ﬁt&m& Courts, ltth m Fs.lrmont Bta. | Not given.. 1876 | Permanent total .. ... ... ... 100. 00 187. 50
ngtan
Insuran D mqn,’cuntmi Office, Wash- | Prospector of minerals._... 1883 | Permanent partial, 56 per cent.... 56, 00 218.75
Care ;;Li“m Mm N. Diermier, 241020th 8t. NW., | Not given . __._.._______ | 1873 | Permanent total___..__._..__...... 150. 00 125, 00
i} « U
Smith, Tayor Booeer............| St. Elizabeths Hospital, Washington, D. O do, 20,00 | 12500 |
Stackho John Pl ----do 20. 00 93.75 |
Statler, DR’aph Otis Bt. Elizabeths Hospital, Washln%un D. C.| Undetermined 100. 00 187. 50
Thrallé, Francis. . 660 Earle Bullding, Washington d ....... WYL -2 oeeoinn 45.00| 150,00
1474 Columbia R. ensead cerk__..... 58 00 125. 00
¥9‘ and Nnv:r Ciub, W, n, D C._| Auto mechanic... 91. 00 125. 00
1414 s W , D, O_..| Investigator._______ 58. 00 150. 00
m orte]r) CNW Apartmemml Wash- | Electrical engineer........ 33.00 150. 00
la?;g{hh fi)t. é\T W., Apartment 402, Wash- | Detective. ccceccaeaaaanas 100. 00 125.00
on, D. C.
3019 Cambridge P1.,, Washington, D. C..... Traveling agent... 70.00 150. 00
1720 M St. NW., Washington, D, C........ PRYSICIBN. o eeoeromeein] 0,00 12500
Rust Bnlldlns. l.-.'oth and K Sts. NW . AWy oo s 75.00 218.75
‘Washington, D. C
Bt. Elizabeths Hospiml. ‘Washington, D. C..| Not given 100. 0D 375
..... e e e LA T i i e do__. 1892 |.._..do. 20. 00 125. 00
1816 Kaloramo Rd. NW., Washmslon,n Ol e, 1872 | Per nt partial, 40 per cent.._. 49.00 125.00
FLORIDA
ESan Mateo, Fla. None given....cceeveaeaea 1880 1 Permanent total. .eeeeecceeen.na-.] $100.00 $03.75
812 Cii.iuns Bank Building, 'I‘ampa, Fia...| Physlelan __ . . _______| 1884 | Permanent partial 44.00 125. 00
P. O. Box 1463, Bradenton, Fla. . Train master. 1880 Permanent partial per 32.00 93.75
213 West Powhatan Ave., Tampa, Fla......| Student | 1893 | Permanent partial, 51 per cent..__ 5100 125. 00
433 James Building, Jackson Fla Physici 1877 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent.. .. 60. 00 150.00
312 Curry Buil Tampa, Fla e do. 1869 ... do. 60.00 125, 00
| Rt. No. 1, Auburn y F. Engi eivil 1884 | Per partial, 75 per cent ... 75.00 150. 00
_| Suite 10‘-1‘;2, %m Bu.lld.Ln in‘Bcuth Olive | Lawyer. oo 18¢2 | Permanent m.rtlai. 30 per cent. ... 30. 00 93.75
ve.,
Homosassa Springs, F insurance....... 1802 | Permanent parﬂal 35 per cent.... 35.00 125. 00
501 Packwood Ave., Tampa, Fla ﬂ-‘m outside, nosam- | 1887 | Permanent tot8l. caeemacccevana.a.|  100.00 187. 50
| Coral Gables, Miaml, Fla. - ceecmmmeccancana| Clgrk rec. and compt.....| 1803 | Permanent partial, mpsrunt.-.. 80. 00 150. 00
Box 224, Lake Worth, Fla.._..... e warden. Permanent pn.rual 31 percent.. . 31.00 12500
Box 351, Arcadia, Fla. Per 100, 00 150. 00
218 South 8th 8t., Wanchul, Fla.___._______| Soldier____________________| 187 | ___do. . ... ... 100. 00 187, 50
= TI}IAﬂmtlc Bank Buildi Jacks Per t partial, 81 per 81. 00 125. 00
A,
Montwrde, F g e m B"""‘AM 1890 | Permanent ?urﬂa]. 40 per cent__.__ 40. 00 $3.75
. Everett______.___| Box 267, Frostproof, Fla______.__._.__...__._ 1y o R R 1866 | Permanent total .______.._._____.. 100. 00 187. 50
Echols, Thos. J__-coiaaaaoaeaaal Cm N‘ 7. Echols, P. 0 Box No.7, Barasota, Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 187. 50
Edmunds Hmry R e e At I.aealm R S e e Permanent partial, 53 per cent.__. 53. 00 3. 75
‘Albert H -| Holder Block, Getia Co Fia.. Permanent pmial’s? percent....| B7.00| 150,00
Gsyle, Noa 8 Box 782, Panama Ci Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 5. 00 93,76
Gee, Frank Wilson. 315 Florida Ave., J Fia. Permanent partial, ?-0 per cent. .. 30. 00 125, 00
Gill, Charles Robt_. Care nrd cBmdi:l‘:td County B Btark, Brad- Permanent pu.rﬂnl, per cent_ ... 0. 00 150, 00
O 9
Gofl, Tib Newberry. General dnlive’ty Tam; Fia ............... Permanent total . ..u.eeeeeeennn 100, 00 150. 00
Grant, Vincent 7. .. P. 0. Box 1982, Miami, Fla. ... ..c...C tock 22 Permanent partial, 91 per cent... 9L 00 93,75
Grayso | 912 Citizens Bank Build "I‘smpo. Fla....| Student...................| 1505 | Permanent partial, 41 per cent. . 41.00 93.75
Green, Geo. B........ 1501 Poterson Bt., do.- 1885 | Permanent g.rtin]. 74 per cent__ . 74.00 150. 00
arris, Fort Pierce Not given 1870 | Permanent total...__......_ .._._. 100. 00 03.75
Hatton, Rondo....... 714 South ﬁdmn Av! Tm Fla. Student 1804 | Parmanent partinl, 79 per cent. .. 70. 00 93.75
200 Dreka Building, De Physiei t% , 83 per cent__ __ 33.00 150, 00
Hill P. 0. Box mmmmlm .................. 100, 00 8. 75
1938 Laura Bt., Jacksonville, ¥Fla____________| Nonegiven_______ ... .. {187 | .o oo ceciamaoans 100, 00 150. 00
y L= L e of Sherman Williams, bnh Permmut partial, 30 per cent. ... 30.00 187,
Buﬂdilg. Jacksonville, Fla.
Ives, William Childs.. Cﬂof National Bank, Palatks, | No 1865 | Permanent total. .. .ceoececaan.| 100.00 93.75
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Johmston, Thos, 8. cccrcueencenen Port Orange, Fl czmmmama-meesa| UiV eDgINGST. . occco.....| 1878 | Fermanent total .. oo $100. 00 £150.00
Kemp, Austin J._.____ 111 Northeast ’M Ave., Miami, Fla. ‘ermanent partial, 50 per cent..._ 50. 00 125,00
Kennon, Chas. Lio....... 411412 Huntington Bufldlnx. Miami, Fla__|. , 44 per cent..._| 44.00 125.00
Kibbe, (iordon Mirro. . Box 577, Melbourne, Fla. . _.c.coeemoaaaaas F Permanent 45 per cent.... 45. 00 125.00
Knibiebly, Allen. .. .... U. 8. veterans’ hnspll:nl Lake Oity. Fla.....| SBalesman. ...ocecececne-- 1888 | Permanent total. oo ooemeenen.n 100, 00 125.00
Leach, John Warren..___ 306 Ferlits Building, Tampa, F Student 1805 | Permanent partial, 6714 per cent. . 67. 50 125. 00
Leebler, Alfred Voo Box 662, Lake Worth, Fla. Physician 1886 | Permanent total ... ______._ 100. 00 125. 00
Leister, Fred Everett_.....oo...- Cgre k‘go Atlll:larim I.-ogion 207 Main St., | None given. 1888 00---= 100. 00 150, 00

acksonville,
Lininger, Lester Lo eeeeeencnns 321 42d 8t. North, 8t. Petersburg, Fla do... 1894 d0.u... 100. D0 03.75
MacMichael, Earle........ General delivery Enslewood Fla..... do... 1884 do.._. 15000 125. 00
MeCabe, Jno. W....-.o0oom P. O, Box 1093, Miami do 1895 do 100,00 | 12500
Marsh, jr., Thos. Benjamin....__| Box 2321, West Palm Beach. s PR Miiltll(liaw production and 50. 00 93.75
Martin, Wm. Gaston._. Bay Harbor, Fla Oivil engi 58.00 93.75
Mathis, John David. 303 Palmetto St. Jmksnnvﬂle. Fla Foreman, construction..._ 35.00 93.75
Noel, Henry L. Box 454, Lake City, Fla Physici 100.00 | 150,00
Parramore, James 32 Memnria] Park West Jacksonvills, Fia do 35. 00 150. 00
Peterson, Walter 8 Box 462, Paisley, Fla hani 34,00 93.75
Powe, Victor Thasle; P. 0. Box 1079, Drlando, j o ! e S ST ~Io oocupation ............ 100. 00 125,00
Powers, Harvey C.... Sulphur Bprings, Fla. | Soldier. 33.00 150. 00
Putney, Wesley Reid__ | Laka City, Fla C ) ! Physician 100. 00 125, 00
Raifer, Chas. M__.. .o occaceaaas 417 Pierce 8t., Clearwater, Fla_ . ceoenan None given... 100, 00 03,75
Ray, Lecil Btsnley .............. 1920 Bm.lthwest 3d St., M.I:ami Fla 1 t 71.00 93.75
Richards, Walter Alan._..__..._.| Daytona Beach, Fla_ _______________.____| Civil epginaer T t partial per 64, 50 125. 00
Banchez, Butler Hell.______.___. Box 781, Plant bity, Fla... ysi 1887 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40, 00 125, 00
G == mm South Georgia Ave., Lakeland, Fla....| Policeman_ _ . _«occoecaa--| 1880 | Permanent psrﬂa.‘l, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 125,00
wae-| P. O. Box 678, “ BUC ula. 2 ¢ e R Nopegiven_ - o eceeeeee-o 1876 | Permanent total . ___. ... ... 100. 00 150, 00
...... P. O. Box 806, De Land, Fla Auto 1888 | Per t partial, 74 per cent. ... 74,00 125. 00
...... U. 8. Indian énrvhe Fort Myer, Fla_ ____._.| Saldier _____ . _______| 1801 Parmamnt partlal. 82 per cent.... 8200 150, 00
sl DAYEMA FIN. e el 100. 00 93. 75
----{ Box 417, Punts Gorda, Fla__.._ = 100. 00 150. 00
Tuckerman, Harry G .. e Sunrise Point, Coral anles T o 100. 00 03. 75
Travers, Wm. Alexander._......| Tampa, Fla.____.. 4. 00 93, 75
Vandament, Walter T Fort uderdale, Fla. 92.00 125, 00
Vaughn, Rictuu'd s Bebring, Fla. 50. 00 93.75
Voges, Jno, Claus... 45 Northwest 47 Terrace, Mjmlr Fla.... 40.00 93. 76
Von Dhan, Howard U. B. veterans' hospital, Lake City, F 35. 00 150, 00
Walton, Wm, N..... Fla. 54.00 93,75
‘Weldon, Geo. Rainsfc 108 Willowbrand Ave., 50,00 150. 00
Wentworth, Danl, W_ 7620 4th Ave. North, Bt. Petersburg, Fla 100. 00 150. 00
‘West, Jesse Marshall General delivery, Little River, Fla.. 47.00 150. 00
Wiggins, Wm, F.__. 1950 Albert St., Jacksonville, 100.00 | 125.00
‘Williams, Jno. R., jr... P. 0. Box 158, Mlaml, iy e Stereotyper 100. 00 93.75
Williams, Clarence J - Port Hyora, Fla___ . . oo Physical director... 50.00 93.75
Vilson, “ .................... lst and Wilson Avo Nobleton, Fla NoDe given— - ...........| 0. 00 375.00
Wyatt, Thomss Hall t Grove, Fla No pre-war occupation.... 100. 00 150. 00
GEORGIA

Alexander, Henry Aaron. _...... 1210;1514 !‘ourth National Bank Building, | Lawyer. $30.00 $150. 00
Alling, Roger Willis. ..o ceceeneax Box 41, Stntion C, Atlanta, Ga. Salesman 100. 00 93. 75
Allison, James H_..... _| 213 Line Bt., Decatur, Ga_ ... ...l 51.00 125,00
Anderson, Jesse M _ 1410 10th Bt Coll.tmbns, Ga 100. 00 150. 00
Anderson, Lee Jackson Ball G 50. 125,00
Arigier, Clarence, jr__ 694 Dumt Pl Al‘.lanta, L e A 150. 00 125. 00
Aycock, Thomas Rufn d, ‘Mo onroe, Ga 40, 00 150, 00
Baker, Hinton James. 605 Farmer Building, Augusts, Ga 35.00 125,00
Baldwin, John Hospital No. Apgusta, G crenenunns, 100. 00 150. 08
P. 0. Box 341, Macon, Ga Permanent partial, 40 per cent____ 40. 00 93. 75
34 14th St. Nl'-.‘» Atlanta, Ga. Permanent total. o oo eeemeeee| 100, 00 125, 00
Williamson, Ga do. 100. 00 125. 09
310 Green és Milledgeville, G Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 125, 00
Peacm:raast NE., Athnta, Ga Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50.00 125. 00
Mariatta, Permanent total . _.__._ ... . __... 100. 00 150. 00
Amerlms. Ga Permanent partial, 75 per cent_.._ 75.00 125,00
Baxley, G: Permanent partial, 35 per cent____ 35.00 93. 76
157 Forest Aw Atlants, GR. ... et Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50. 00 125. 00

1023 Atlanta National Bank, Atlmbn. Qa... Permanent total .- ___._.____._ 100. 00 150.
U.B. w tenm‘hoegtal. Augusta, Ga. do 20, 00 03.75
. Room 514. Murrah Building, Coimnbm. Ga. Per t partial, 40 per cent..._ 40. 00 150, 00
Burnett, Paul UGB ' Hospital No. 62, Augusta, er t total. 20,00 93.75
Byrd, Charles Brown......ceuee- Ulwn,mﬂ ' Bureau Hospital, No. 63, do. 100. 00 93.75
Carroll, Edw. Grm%g Manrlnnd Ava.. Rossville, G8.cececnccnnas 100. 00 93.75
€ornog, Dr, 80. 00 150. 00
Corley, Robt. E____ 524 Wnlxer Bt .............. 100. 00 150. 00
Creecy, Donald B.. U. B. Veterans' Huspital No 62, Augusta, 100. 00 125. 00
Crenshaw, Wendel...oeeeeeaeen- ms La F‘ra.nee 8t. NE,, Atlanta, Ga......... Drug clerk 1896 do 100. 00 125,00
Crowe, Arthur L Mar Manufacturer’s agent..... 1892 | Permanent partial, 52 per cent.... 62. 00 150, 00
Cunningham, UGB Vw:rans’ Hospital No. 62, Augusta, | INoDe BiveD.. e ceeeceacanex 1879 | Permanent total...oceeeecaacaaa-.| 100.00 93.75
Yosin, H Ga.... Soldier. 1805 | Permanent partial, 32 per cent.... 32.00 125. 00
Btone Ga Mechanical engineer...... 1881 | Permanent | , 81 per cent_ ... 61. 00 150. 00
o North Warren Bt., Atianta, Ga or. 1888 partial, 66 per cent..._|  66.00 150. 00
D , Ga... Manager, productive and | 1889 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent.... 38.00 93.75
Care of Georgia Tech., Atlanta, Gn....--.._- No pre-war occupation.. ..| 1806 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50, 00 93.75
743 Piedmont Ave. NE. Atlnnta, ....... Cotton classer__.......___.| 1802 | Permanent partinl 51 per cent.... 5100 125.00
| 414 Park Ave s Lngrmxe, Sal 1875 | Permanent tol 100. 00 125.00
Atlanta. Ga. FPhysici 1874 | Per 31. 00 150. 00
eld, Horace Marietta, Ga.____ Lumber yard._ .. 1861 | Per 100. 00 150. 00
Galt, Wm. Albert __ U.B. h , A Ga None given. ... 1888 do._i 20. 00 93.75
Gertman, Wm, M.. | 32 Emery Drive, Atlanta, G8.....ccieenee.-| Physiclan............. R o [ i A0-sa 150.00 150,00
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paid
Gilehrist, Joo, Porter.....eeeee-- 717 Wynne Clanﬁlton Building, Atlanta, Ga.| Bookkeeper Permancnt pnrtia]. S0percent....| $50.00
Green, Henry G.ocoeecoceceanras | 8 d, G None given. ... .....oca--) | Permanent total ... ___._.______ 100. 00
Green, Th E atswoﬂh Ga gols..L 100. 00
n.,ﬂ,;, Ernest Z Winder, G Pmmnt partial, 50 per cent.... 50, 00
Hm.)‘lliums e ] Memr Univarslty. Macon, Ga... P tm:l] ;gporcen:-... ;g.&
arvin M | s ysician. ermman parl.i cent.... L
Henan, Owen Thomas.... ll-l Penc'htm 8t., At].nnta. O ey No pre-war occupation.... P 100. 00
derson, Jno. Amerim Ga., Bt ¥ 100. 00
Hendricks, Willie H.. s i e IS A D Dl W« RS 1\-0 pre-war occupation.... Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40. 00
Henry, Thos. Jas.. 503 “ ast Milchnl:l 8t., Atlantﬁ agent. Permamut. S0percent. ... ... 50. 00
Herms, T 1443 C d Ave., A - 55 per cent. 55. 00
Btnkla Ferd W e acanaee]| $48 Washlnztm St BW A anta, Ga ‘e t, 44 per cent, 44,00
g&{u 1008 And ‘Dublin, G er , 35 per cent 3500
Hook, James Preston. ... m%}&oulevard Daimlp, East Lake Decatur, er t, 51 per cent 1 5L 00
i T e
oward, TICE - .. o 0X ayeross, Ga manent part eento.. 40. 00
Hull, Richard M. ast Hun ., Savannah, Ga.... Permanent, 04 per wnﬁ.,_. = 64, 00
h ‘.l’nmss BdW.coansoesaesss) 22 Larken St. Aﬂantn, R e e e s Permanent, 30 percent._____. 30. 00
Wi, e A Cﬂ% m«:?n Colum Ga e partial, 34 per cent..... 34.00
3 | RSN - 7 8. Permanent partial, 75 per cent..... 75.00
Kelly, Alonzo M.....-—...-..-.| Monroe Gn Permanent partial, 60 per cent..... 60.00
Kenned Han‘ezl--.--.--.---- Bnrmmho. Ga. t partial, 50 per cent..... 50. 00
Lewis, Th s 3 Permanent partial, 40 per cent.__.. 40. 00
Lm.b. Y Anen............... P. O, Box 419, Mﬂhdgwlllo. Ga. Permanent total ... ._.__________ J 100,00
J f e ghm;t‘m Atlanta, (lﬁa ............... L‘ao'afm dwn-.-m._....---- 1885 | ___. do_... = 100. 00
L h. oseph Art S 20th Jolumbus, W Permanent partial, cant._____ 36. 00
L{::}cmhy, hOmMAS. .o o UG& Veterans' Hoapihl No. 42, Augusta, Snld.‘yu:l.'_-_--............_.__ Pei t total L 20. 00
MeCoy, thar Re ds......-| 819 Hurt Building, Atlanta, Ga._. Permanent partial, 40 percent. .| 49,00
MeDonald, Fredk. Ho oo oo eeee CmB uk.TAmt domrtmml.tah‘ Permanent partial, 66 per cent....|  66.00
i
MeKenzie, Frnnc‘hs 1206 Peachtree 8 Permanent mla], 60 per cent.... 60. 00
T Poraanat pertial 6 pas it -] o169
LI per cent.... }
Malsby, John DeK._.. Permanent partial, 75 per cent._. .. 75. 00
Mitchell, James B._. 100, 00
1 posiniis , Hai Terrell Co. Electric and %.00
Geo. Building, Marietta St., Atlanta, Ga.
Nasgh, Homer Erwin 0828 Sim Bt., Atlanta, Ga..... 50. 00
Qden, Thos, E__..cccoeveeen-...| Blackshear, Ga 72.00
O'Nell, Lawrence. - ............| H , Augusta, Ga 20.00
Parr, Lemud , Gs. 56.00
Phillips, James H U. 8. veterans' baspital, Augusta, Ga. ST Ty
Pitman, James Fling___ --| 203 North Chandler 0. 100. 00
Pow A]ked"l‘urner = mPoepleSt.SW Atlnnta.ﬂa.. 0. 100. 00 5
’uwa!], Chas. Glen.., -| Camille, Ga...ceevenee-- Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50,00 93.75
Pumpelly, Wm. O ... Waslem Drive, M: , Oa i Permanent total. . . ... ... 100, 00 150, 00
Purse, Ben S 710 8 Ave., Waycross, Ga.——oenn...| No occupation . ... R P 100. 00 125,00
nemrtadt Henry Emﬁa._-_-_-, 1041 Ine. Lynn Ave., Atlanta, Ga 100, 00 187. 50
0 _| 1131 Boulevard Drive, Atlant: 50. 00 125, 00
1854 Bankbead Ave,, NW. A 100.00 | 125.00
243 A wn 100, 00 125, 00
Care of J. W, Holley, Albany, Ga 100. 00 125. 00
133 Dixie Ave., Atlan 40. 00 98. 75
151 Jefferson Pl., D 63. 00 150, 00
Hnsdpital, Augusta, Ga 20. 00 93. 75
Box 439, Atlanta, Ga 87.00 98, 75
20 East Bryan St., SBavan 40. 00
Cmﬂ of Dougherty MoKey Co. 30.00
P. 0. Box 208, Macon, O8. ...co.ceevesneonaan 0. 00
982 Myrtle 8t., NE., .Mhnta. Ga...ccceeeee-| Foreman, construction....| 1877 | Permanent total. _ .. .oeeeennenrans) 100. 00
Amsterdam, ﬂa ..... do 100. 00
Care of Aragon H AUSIE O maaccnfoncin@0n oo ao s o L IETR L do._ 100. 00
8§01 Hurt Bm%ahm O siido. - 100. 00
Buddath, Leroy -l mu East Henry Savnnmh. Ga. t partial, 60 per cont.- 60. 00
Thompson, Hugh Smith.__._._._| 23 Walker Terrace, Atlanta, G&. oo .. Electrie substation oper- Permnnent partial, 62 per cent_-___ 62. 00
Thrasher, Roy-___..-_.........- Watkinsville, Ga ¥, Permanent total . ... ooeoeneannaa 100. 00
’I‘idewsll, Frank B___ .| 85 Courtland St., Atlanta, Ga. Permanent partla! 47 per cent.__ .. 47.00
Thomas F.. .| 1650 Btewart Ave BW,, Atlanta, Ga Permanent partial, 63 per cent____ 63. 00
F i Bl SRl U.B. Vetmms’ hospital, Augusta, Ga Permanent total . ... cceeeeeoo.|  100.00
'Wade, Bruce e S d 20. 00
Walker, Geo. V.-..-_-.._--.-....- Hm‘pita!, Angoste, Qe i i e ol 100. 00
Walker, Sidne Dubiin Ga__ 40.00
Wall, Christop U. 8. Veterans' Hospital No, 63, Augusta, 100. 00
87 West North Ave. Atlanta, Ga 100. 00
S et o I At O 100,00
. 8. veterans’ G . A
Wildwood, Ga 47.00
mo uth Bt., Atlanta, Qe oioliida il | 33.00
dle 8t., Decatur, Ga.. G 79.00
1% s;mng St., Ausnh ................ . 2,00
Woodruff, Ben). H_..__.____.... U. 8. Hospim No. 62, Augusta, 100. 00
2052 Peseh Tree Bt., Atlanta, Ga............| Nooccupation. _.__....._| 1884 | ____ 100.00

Woodruff, Lorenzo F......cooo..
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1610 North 17th 8St., Boise, Idaho.._. ... «eex| No occupation............| 1889 | Permanent total_ _.____.._. ceasese| $150.00 $125. oo
302 Weis Gerber , Idaho...| Farmer, livestock.........| 1886 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent..__ 40,00 125. 00
| 1102 North 6th St., Boise, Idaho.............| Dentist. 1876 ‘pm'tlsl 83 per cent.... 83.00 150. g0
P. 0. Box 475, K Idaho, N Permanent total . .._..__...._.... 100, 00 93.75
Rt, No. 1, Fruitland, Idaho_ .o ceeeeaaaaaas Pmnmnt partlnl. 58 per cent. ... 58. 00 125. g0
mnesan ve.,Boiso,Idatw ............... Permanent partial, 52 per cent.... 52,00 8,75
Weippe, Idaho Permanent partial, 32 per cent._._. 32,00 9. 75
Payette, Idaho. t partial, 67 percent. ... | oo 187. 50
Paris, Tdaho_. .. Physician-surgeon.........| 1886 Permannnt partial 50 per cent__._ 50. 00 187. 50
Warren, Idaho.... Soldier 1886 Pemmmnt partial, 31 per cent_. .. 3L00 150. po
Roselake, I s Stodent .. 1807 0 e 3100 8.75
Adams, Frank.....cceeeeee wne=s] 3510 Walnut St.. Ch[eag‘a, I]L.-....... ...... Permanent total $100.00 $150.00
P. 0. Box 206, Robinson, Il do oo 100, 125,00
3845 Ellis Am, Chi 1 e, [T at 100. 00 150,00
Amet, Herbert P 1041 Chicago Ave., Chi 1 Permanent partial, 75 per cent_.._ 75.00 125,00
Andrews, Lawrence G_._ 6104 Kenwood Ave,, Chi 5 = Permanent partial, 40 per cent____ 40. 00 93,75
Anglemire, Raymond Lee. 4449 North Racine Ave. icago Lk Per vobal s 100. 00 150. 00
Bailey, cmm,_._-.,... 1728 Richmond Ave. ciﬁ T AR 100.00 | 12500
Barclay, EQw. E. ... 40 South Clark 8t., Chicago, Tl_.__________ e e S 100.00 | 187,50
Beery, Otto Russell........ 188 North Wsshlngton 8t., wners Grove, Psrmmnt partial, 30 per cent. ... 30. 00 93.75
831 Lineoln Ave,, Highland Park, Ill.. Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 187. 50
R. F. D. No. 5, énmon, ....... Permanent partial, 40 percent____|  40.00 | 125,
B4 ghlre & Qu.tm:y I Permanent total. . ........._.. 100. 00 150. 00
68410 th Rockwell 8t., Chi Per partial, 36 per cent.... 36. 00 93.75
913 South Clinton Ave., Oak Park, Parm.amt o - e T 200, 00 187,50
77 West Wochugton B8t., Chicago, 1ll.. K Permanent partial, 39 per cent. ... 39.00 93.75
men and construction.
Burchfield, David L. ‘.éhj i E{Lotel, Bheridan Rd. at Wlilson. Not given.. 1879 | Permanent total . _.......... 100. 00 125. 00
cago, 1
Burkhardt, Chas. 3 gfhnm State Bank, Effingham, Il 1868 |-.._. do 100. 00 150. 00
Callahan, Edwin B_ orth Elmwood Ave., Oak Park, 1881 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent.._. 44.00 150. 00
Carfield, Harry 3!9 Stewart Building, Rock! 1875 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent. ... 31,00 125. 00
Carter, Justin Ed 2 LaFayette Ave., 1881 paxtml. 71 per cent . ___ 7100 125. 00
Center, Charles D 31 State 8t., Quiney, Ill_. 31.00 250. 00
Chapman, Ralph Care of Bond 74.00 125,00
Co.. Chicago.
Childs, Angustine B Keithsbury, I11 150. 00 125,00
Cruzen, Roy E. -{ 138 North Walnut St., Centralia, Il 100. 00 150. 00
Danewit, Otto G. Printing and supply section, 712 West Per pm'tinl. 71 per cent.. .. 7L00 93,75
Monsey 8t., C L.
Daniels, Chm'las Lyle. 18 Fox St., Aurora, Permanent partial, 78 per cent.____ 78.00 150. 00
Davis, Chas. §_____ 406 Springfield Ave., Ctmm Permanent total. .....__......_... 100.00 | 150.00
Domlin. .\uthony B. 3972 Ellis Ave,, Chlewo ...... Permanent partial, 70 per cent.. .. 70.00 93.75
Dusenbury, Roy-. ... 443 South Harrison Ave., Permanent partial, 81 per cent.._. 81.00 125.00
CGoldberg, sttd 3 b 158 South Western Ave., Chicago, , 44 per cent 44.00 125. 00
Fang M 7846 Ridgeland Ave., hl RS = = 100. 00 187. 50
U. B. veterans’ hospital, Ncrth Chicago, 20. 00 93.75
U, 8. Veterans’ Hospital No. 76, Maywo0d, |----.00. - ------..-eeocnon--| 1889 222 7do 222 2TI220TT10TI00T 10000 | 125.00
1449 West Garfield Boulevard, Chicago, m. Permanent partial, 33 per cent. 33.00 150. 00
5733 West Lake St., Chicago, 111 Permanent partial, 41 per cent 41.00 150. 00
831 Forest Ave., Wilmetts, Ill Permanent total........._. 100. 00 93.75
Franzen, Frank C._ 1081 South 3d 8t., Rockford, Il t partial, 38.00 125. 00
Fuller, Edward Reino T%lll“ Toiletries, 1355 West 3d St., , Parmanant partl.nl 35 per oant--.. 85.00 93.75
Gardner, J. Francis. Edw. Hines, jr. Hospital, Maywood, TIl_____ Permanent total . 100, 00 93.75
hty, John.. Ti.. 22277} Notgiven...-.............| 1882 |.____ A 100.00 | 125.00
G , Walter B. Permanent 9100 93,75
Gift, Lyle Henry. Permanent 72.00 150. 00
Greene, Morton Wm Permanent 20. 00 93.75
o TS e T Permanent pnrt:ai per ce 40,00 150. 00
403 Bouth 5th 8t., Champaign, Ill Permanent partial, 53 per cent 53. 00 150. 00
Guilfoyle, Thomas. 127 North Dearborn St., care of American Per t partial, 67 per cent. 67.00 93.75
Bond & Mortgage Co., Chimfo.
Hall, Kenneth Conright________.| 421 Mitchell Ave., Elmlm.rst - Student t partial, 35 per cent 35.00 93.75
Bartwell, Dausa. ... adion, T oo Lot e -===--; Not given total. 100, 00 150, 00
Hildom, LaRus. .. .. cecenmaeea- . veterans' hospital, North Chica IlL.,‘ No occupation. . .oove.-. 100. 00 125,00
Hoar, Ga o 115 Van Buren Bt., Jol:et 1| Bt --=-| Assistant chemist_____..... 51.00 03. 75
H tt, Wm. Wesley. ... 6001 South Mourt. 8t., O hica%o ...... -| Physician 100. 00 125.00
Holt, Burton P._____._..........| 10841 Indiana Ave., Cfnmgn ll'h.....,,.._..-! Not}ivau. 100, 00 125,00
Houchin, Ervin W. | 6744 Cornell Ave., Chicago, 111 . partial, 35 per cent__..|  5.00 93.75
oward, Wm. | 5709 M“ios and Ave., Chicago, IlL..-.--_..-.' Not given Per partiai, 50 per cent____ 50. 00 125, 00
Howell, Wm. Albert_.._________| McLeansboro, Ill..._......_._.. ..__-do P t total... 100.00 [ 125.00
Hug Charles E_.... 1611 Camp Ave Rockford, i _"I"""""do 100. 00 125. 00
nee, Edward G 1400 First National Bank, Chiugo, ...... Outside salesman______.__ 9. 00 150. 00
James, Allen M__ | Evanshire Hotel, Evanston, TIl__ Student, agriculture....... 30, 00 93.75
Jaycox, Frank_... 317 South 2d 8t., Rockford, Tl ... Plasterer. ... 100. 00 125. 00
Jones, Cloyd B ...veamrmmmanan Cﬁe of glbsa K. Jﬁ?us. 120 North Hamburg | Manufacturer..........._. 100. 00 125,00
icago,
Katz, Joseph Maurice_.._.......| 2218 East s&th 8t., Chi W 1 [ S S of Nobglven... ... .coaaemuwan 100. 00 93.75
EKauffman, Harlan............... 403 Jackson 8t., Omgon W5 e e Nooccupation. . ....._.... 150, 00 125. 00
Kelly, Harvey F_____ Ottawa, Il .| Btudent 1895 Parmment partial, 56 per cent.... 56. 00 93.75
Kemman, Hago A - ____...___ 1463 Monadnock, Chicago, T ... ... Electrical engineer_ _ 1804 | Per tial, 31 per cent.... 31.00 093.75
Kendall, Wm. Eugene...........| 228 Bouth Ridgeland Ave., Oak Park, Ill Physici Permanent putsai. 40 per cent . ... 40, 00 187. 50
Kern, Kenneth M_______________| 840 Suuth Dakotn Park, Dakota Park I!L_. Permanent partial, 73 per cent____ 73.00 125. 00
Kerrick, Charles Lnfa)sl.be.. o Chrlsman, N T ons e s "': Permanent partial, 72 per cant..__ 72.00 125.00
Knotts, Howard_._.___.__._. ---| 1410 Som.h sth Bt., Springfield, I1_________._ | Permsanent total . ..o ooeoeemanen 100. 00 3. 75
La Bach. Paul M. ... ..........| Illinois Merchant Trus: Co., Chwago I__. Not given.. .. . ccoooeae-c] 1872 1o [T SR ~iermae=s). 10K00 187. 50
Lakin, Ralph Owen._________.__ 3000 South 28th 8t., Ch{en.ga ||| s SO Per pad.iai, 51 per cent.... 51. 00 125. 00
Lane, David Warren. . _.________ ‘U 8 Veterans' Hospltal 105, NorthChicago, Permanent total . ____________.___ 100. 00 93.75
Leendgren, DeWayne. __.__...__ Hende rson; AR tion i {| oy e ey el R T -=e| 100.00 98.75
Lehman, Lester Ludger..... ----| 350 North .sth 8t., Chicago, Tl.o.._-—--... Stenngraphar.-.. 1895 | Per partial, 58 per cent.... 58, 00 03.75
Leonard, Tohn T ceenanecaneras- 4200 Ellis, 8t., Chicago, Tl . - o cueeeea- =2l Lawyer .| 1889 | Per partisl 50 per cent.... 50.00 93.75
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now 'Im.
paid |Fitzgerald
bill
wig, Charles_.. 568 East Washington St,, Chicago, 111, eare of | Editor, i Good | 1885 | Permanent partial, 30 cent....| §30.00 §125, 00
e ”éﬂrﬂn Alsuy&(_‘ Yi Tﬁﬂmﬂ .
Barry “!lg? 50. 00 126. 00
5529 Unwars!ty Pl 3. 00 125, 00
7634 5t. Lawrence Ave.. 60. 00 125, 00
Carthags, IIl........conmremneniicncineddessa) N0 PV o o oo =i} 1800 | Permanent total. .o oecniinooa 2} 100. 00 9.7
225 North Hamilton St., Hlllsboro.lll ...... Teacher. . - oo il 100. 00 125. 00
307 West Mulberry St., nston Ill....| Doetor of dental surgery. . 150.00 150. 00
| 112 West Adams St., Ghle Not given 10000 7
U. 8. naval hospital, Great as, Tisraa il Btndmmt . oo siiiasides wses| 100.00 125, 00
o Sreeswes] PhYySiclan and surgeon.._ | 1867 | . do___ .. ool 100. 00 125. 00
Elg'ln Btate Hnsplml Ehlm. Tl Student. 100. 00 3. 75
302 North Pine Ave. Chleeﬁo Not given pamal 65 per cent.... 65. 00 125, 00
s&s Le!and Ave., Ch{mgo, Phy 1893 Pe:rmsmmt 7 R e R 100. 00 125, 00
Albion, IN__.. Blutent - - . o aese 1896 Psnnamnt partial 68 percent.... 68, 00 93. 75
.| 1515 West Governor 8t., Spri T No pati 1881 | Permanenttotal. .. ...o.c.ceoacens 100, 00 125. 00
7208 Calumet Ave., 0, Bookkesper - 1802 pa.rt.!n . 70 per cent. ... 79.00 150. 00
110 Vivarium Bouvlevard, C im'npalsn ...} Beh 1894 Pu'mnnmt partial, 54 per cent._ ... 54.00 0. 75
122 Bouth Michigan Ava.. Ch:ugo. IN......| Physician and snrgeon....| 1882 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 187. 50
icago, I Permanent partial, 68 per cent. 68. 00 125. 00
Permanent partisl, 36 per cent 50. 00 125. 00
Permanent partial. 30 per cent 30. 00 93. 75
Permanent partial, 50 per cent 50. 00 3. 75
7200 98. 75
50.00 125, 00
§0. 00 125.00
tpardal.aaparmt.__. 35,00 125,00
Permanent gguha] 32 percent.. .. 3200 93.
................. 150. 00 125. 00
Permanwt partial, 46 per cent..... 46. 00 93.75
Per t partial, 52 per cent___. 52.00 %B.75
Por il B por cami 1| 9800|9818
rianent part per ik 5
er pertial, 35 per cent___ 35.00 125, 00
| Permanent partial, 30 per eent__.. 30. 00 125.00
Permanent partial, 34 per cent.... 34.00 43,75
Permsnent total - - ... ........_..| 100.00 125. 00
Permanent partial, 45 per cent__.. 45. 00 125. 00
Student. Permanent partial, 31 per cent.... 3100 125. 00
Minister, chaplain. . | Per total_ . 100. 60 125. 00
Not g s Permanent pm’tin]. 50 per cent.... 50. 00 125,00
&% 4] 45.00 218. 75
Bouthard, Earl P.__.. 7137 Ridgeland Ave., Chicago, 0. .. 54,00 125. 00
Bouthe, Levi Ed ve,, Chicago, Il 100. 00 93. 75
Bouthwick, Marshall. U. 8. veterans’ , Chicago, Il 100. 00 |75
Spalding, Otiver... 301 Flournay St., Chicogo, Il 100.00 | 12500
Spdnkef. 122 Bouth e 8., Aurora, I __ 50, 00 93, 75
Stanton, 8 1234 Willamette Ava.. Willamette, .. ... 40. 00 187. 50
Stelle, John H....._.. MeLaansboro, Tl . . ool 40. 00 150. 00
Stewart, Edw. Panl.. U. B. veterans' hospital Noﬂ.h Chim . 20. 00 0. 75
Suthers, Wm. Glenn_ | 8050 Blackstone Ave., C 1808 | Permanent partial, 30.00 .75
Templeton, Charles_ _ 944 Leland Ave,, Uh.imo ............. Notpgiven. .. - . .| 1884 | Permanent partial, 63 per cent..... 63. 00 93.75
Trabend, };ﬂ[’p ______ 720 Pasfield Ave., Springfield, Ti._._.._.._.. Civilengineer_._.._____.__ 1884 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent__.__ 0. 00 150, 00
True s Ralph. _____ | 710 East State St wnnmvins, m_.._...| Physician and surgeon____| 1874 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent__.__ 45. 00 150, 00
Turnquist, Vi i m Sheridan Rd Cl 1 TR e k 1804 | Permanent total . o ... 100 00 03. 75
Vail, Wm. Henry._.__. | orth Walker Ave., )nm 1 1807 |..... 100, 00 125, 00
\’anOrderr, T A e o 7 Ras: Elm 8t., Chicago, M. oo ceeeacocaaie 1879 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent..._ 85. 00 150. 60
‘Wall, Whitney, 2054208 South LaSalle 8t., Chieago, 1804 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent..... 30. 00 150. 00
Was=om, James U. 8. nnval hospital, Great Lakes, Iil 1873 Pcmlnmmt L7 A b = 100. 00 125. 00
‘Weaver, Harry G 501 Wesley St., v, 1L 1887 t partial, 35 per cent. ... 35,00 187. 50
‘Wende, John Anthony. General Delivery, Chicago. 1} ceasmasenesess| 1580 | Permansnt total.....cicceccnsus 100, 00 125, 00
Wheatley, Ed 6021 First Natiopal Bank Building, Dan- | Physician and surgeon....| 1881 partial, 51 penelt.... 51.00 150. 00
Whitacre, Ben]._ .. Offiee clerk. 1886 100. 00 93,
‘Williams, Arthur. 3618 Ellis Ave., Chiuﬁ | R SRR | Fi -e=| 1872 63, 00 150, 00
Wil Avon.. 6611 East Marquette Chieago, Il Plumber 1883 35. 00 93, 75
W , Earnest | 1408 Lake St., Tl Civil engl 1890 I 4000 | 125
INDIANA
|
Adate, Wm. Koo niiininn Crothersville, Ind Physici 1882 | Permanent partial, 55 per cent....| $56.00 | $12500
A N0 H o g am s o] %MB%&!MMMPL, Locomotive fireman....... 1801 | Permanent partial, 85 per cent.... 85,00 125,00
Austin, Fred N. . ..ueeeeeneee =l | Bir nd Farmer..e.ceeeceeeccaaeaae 1892 | Permanent pattlal 51 per cent.... 51.00 | 93.75
Barber, Albert E....oeeeeooeea.| 1031 Woodward Ave., South Bend, Ind..... tion 1868 | Permanent total _______ ... _______| 100.00 | 125.00
Barnes, Clifton Remoick. Care of Dale & Sons, ffm Martingville, 1806 | Permanen 75.00 | 93.75
Beck, Flavius Jasper. 1021 Waxhlnztun 8¢, Columbus, Ind .......| 1863 100, 00 150. 00
, David T Ppauear, Ind... 1880 100. 00 187, 50
Belcher, Oliver Lee . 0. Box 87, Monroe City, Ind 1884 100. 00 125.00
Benham, James W__. | m}ﬁNWuhlnxten 8t.;, Columt Ind 1 ' 1868 rmanent partial - 70.00 150. 00
, R | SD45 Ave,, Indi i lncl..-. 1894 | Permanent partial, 47 per cent. ... 50. 00 125. 00
Bernett E rett N.. 611 North Union 8t., K&mo, ......... 1886 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50.00 | 125,00
Bingham, Charles.__..___.__.... ﬁJH North Pennsylvania St., Indianapolis, | 1895 | Permanent total_ ... ... ... 150.00 | .75
|
Boner, Geo, Wash. . o ceeamaaean K and C. Bu.ﬂdhas ‘Washington, Ind.. ... 1878 Pumanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50.00 |  150.00
Boyd, CI E. West Baden, Ind__ 1870 47 per oceot. ... 50.00 125. 00
Branch, Emmett F._____________| Martinsville, Ind___________________________ 1874 Parmmont .................. 100. 00 250. 00
] d, 501 South Mai » Elkhart, Ind =L 1880 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50. 00 150, 00
| AT e e Sa| 2%
Per L] + B8 per el
128 West Main St., Peru, mi.,.__....-._...i No ooeapation..............| 1889 | Permanent total. .—.......o..---- 100.00 | 150.00
820 East 2ist 5t., Indisnapaolis, 1 der. | 1892 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.._.. 50.00 125. 00
1275 Myrtle Ave.,, Whi ] { 1863 | Per t , 45 per cen! = 45, 00 63.756
! Gert Buil AMadison, 1897 | Per partial, 51 pereent.._.| 5100 |  125.00
-| 1318 Buckeye, Kok I ko None | 1800 t partial, 40 per cent. ... 49.00 125. 00
.| Jonezboro, Ind —vee| Behoo tmhar.._ ! 1876 | Permanent partial, 56 per cent. ... 56, 00 125, 00
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INDLANA—continued
Proposed
Monthly | monthly
compen-

Name Address Oeceupation ];E;h Extent of disability mtmf1 ug‘gr

= now Tyson-
paid |Fitzgerald

bill
Rt. No. 1 Cannelton, Ind Boldier. 1888 | Permanent 4 pereent....| $44.00 $150. 00
National Military Home, Ind....... No oeoupation 1882 | Permanent total...__._________... 100,00 | 12500
mmboote Indinnamlls City Hospital, = 1892 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent..._|  75.00 125.00
526 Elliot nnsvﬁlo. 4 e SR N 50. 00 03,75
Maun gatlm'ntln Sanitartum, National Mill 20,00 | 150.00
lxg ome,

128 North Delaware 8t., Indianapolis, Ind..| Boldier Permanent partial, 52 per cent.... 52,00 125,00
mmmlg”aﬁonﬂ Bank Building, Conners- | Physician...........-.....| 1890 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent....! 33.00 125,00
. 137 e S N 100. 00 150. 00
Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ... 40.00 150. 00
Pt o | Rw| R

percent.... 7l
I £ 8018l o omneseeeenens| 100,00 93.75
S | e R

rIanen! per cent.___

3 Permanent partial, 72 per cent.__.. 72.00 9. 75
Huber, Tno. Geo 1609 Fulton Ave., Evansville, Ind Physiel 1875 Parm.amnt rtial, 44 per cent____ 44. 00 125.00
Johnson, Edw. 1203 West Euclid Ave., Indisnapolis, Ind. Outside salesman. - ... 1884 | Permanent total ... ... ...... 100. 00 125,00
National Soldiers’ Hospital, Marion, Ind.__| NODS ZiVeD. - eemerommmomne 1885 | __. d ............................ 100. 00 9,75
331 John St., Beymour, Ind.____.________.___ Physici 1880 | Permanent partial, 32 per cent.... 3200 125, 00
2111 Mishawaska Ave., South Bend, Ind do. . 1878 | Permanent parua], Wpermt-... 50. 00 150.00
Point, Ind Asgistant cashier. 1889 total 100. 00 125. 00
| 826 Oak St., Huntington, Ind.. 50. 00 125. 00
| Boonville, 150. 00 125. 00
917 West Pike St.. Crawmrdsvﬂ.le 0. 00 .. 75
4314 Winthrop Ave., I.nd.[anapo!is. Ind 35, 00 93. 75
National Mi tw.'ﬂoma. Marion, In 20.00 150,00
621 South 5th St., Gosben, Ind 75.00 3. 75
B14-515 W;;mt Block, Munecie, Ind Lawdz:r 55.00 125,00
mvm dos Bt., Valparaiso, In %d k 13.3} B

.......... en! . T
afmh" Perlntondmt I\atiml Military | Nope given. ..eeeeeeeeeaau| 100. 00 93.75

Power, Herman. ..... cccemenea- I‘L R. A, Tm Haute, Ind Soldier 1885 | Permanent partial, 79 per cent.... 79.00 125,
Raymond Charles W.eeeaamaae- AW dNo. 12, Waldon, Terre | Dentist .. ....._..] 1879 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent._.__ 50. 00 125.00
aute, In

Rice, Robert K.-._.............- Nat| Military Home, Marion, Ind...... Permanent total . ... oo.ocoencuen 20. 00 93,7
Ricketts, Jos. W. oo o eeee M6 \!eridim 8t., Indianapolis, Ind. Physici: Permanent partial, 65 per cent.... 65,00 150. 00
Robinson, Frank Clyde._.. ..... | Martinsville, In Permanent partial, 40 per eent.___ 40. 00 187. 50
Roger, Elmo Rns. St North 8alem, Ind Permanent partial, 50 per cent..__ 50. 00 187. 50
Robert O.... 203 South 6th 8t., Bloomington, Ind_.._____ Permanent partial, 40 per cent.._. 40. 00 150. 00
Ross, Melville.... 501 South Woodlawn. Bloum!n Ind....| Physician. Permanent partial, 37 per cent.___| 37.00 150. 00
Rothman, Arthur. 867 Calumet Aro.; H: Yardmaster Permanent partial, 63 per cent..__| 63. 00 125.00
Maurice B oo Naﬂonsl Soldiers' Home, Marion, T s L s R e S TR S 70, 00 93.75
8 er, Ferdinand Herman....| R, F. D. No. 12, Fort Wayne, Ind....._.... C t partial, 65 per cent____ 65, 00 93.756
Schrieber, Adam Wm.. ceeeee... 1142 State St., Lafayette, ind . _ Physici 1880 | Permanent parunl. 83 per cent.... 3. 00 150. 00
Bhafler, James 2200 3d Ave. .Ll‘erra Hante, Ind do 1883 | Permanent total__________________ 150. 00 125, 00
Sherk, Wendell Fletcher American Co., Indianapolis, Ind... Ber;d salesman, salesman, | 1889 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent____ 39. 00 125,00

nance.
Skinner, Parker R National Military Home, Marion, Ind._._._| None given 1885 | Per t total 20, 00 150. 00
Email, Geo, W.__ | National Home, Marion, Ind_ ysici 1878 | do___ 100. 00 125. 060
Emith, San Blufs 217 South 8th 5t., Terre Haute, Ind_________ Farming...... .| 1874 do__ 100. 00 150. 00
Binder, Geo. F... Brownstown, Ind m‘i:; operator, mill | 1876 | Permanent total. .- - _...oo_._ 100. 00 03.75
WOr,
Stockhouse, Frank Kingman, Ind... No oemputiuu.. ccweneame-] 1865 | Permanent total. ... ....oc.c.oan 150. 00 125. 00
Honey Creek, Ind_ . o eooeeer o 1890 | Permanent partial, 48 per cent____ w0 125. 00
1230 ?m‘ku' Ave., Indianapolis, Ind dﬂ 1803 partial, 44 per cent____ 44.00 93.75
305 t Morgan 8t., Student 180 | Per nt total. 100. 00 83,75
216 W@t 31st S8t., Indiana;leis Ind Physici 1888 | Per partial, 57 per cent.__. 57.00 150. 00
201 West ze:h St Indm.apolls, Ind do.... 1879 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent._ ... 85.00 150.00
Genhei, Tad. . ] None given. . 1884 | Per partial, 64 per cent..._ 4. 00 125. 00
Care of Sibley Machine Co., South Bend, Ind|____. S e 1805 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.___ 30. 00 125,00
| 2234 Central Ave., Indianapolis, Ind__..____ Physician 1881 | Permanent partial, f4 per cent. .. 64. 00 150. 00
1827 Nowland Ave., Indianapolis, Ind_._._._| Sign painter, outside ...._| 1894 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent. ... 3. 00 93. 75
LaPlante B uﬂdinx. Vincennes, Ind. . .oe.... No Dmpnt:un-. Per t total. 100, 00 125. 00
607 Kahn Building, Indjannpofis, Ind Per t partial, 75 per cent____ 75. 00 150. 00
| 4315 Carrollton Ave., Indianapolis, Ind...... Lawyu- ................... Permanent partial, 34 per cent. ... 34.00 150. 00
Pl t Lake, Ind Fireman, locomotive. Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50. 00 187. 50
414 South 11th 8t., New Castle, Ind.________| ¥y e R RS Permansnt partial, 51 per cent_ ... 51. 00 150. 00
540 South Main St., Sherman, ind do. 1860 | Per t partial, 6l percent____| 6L00| 150.00
10WA
Auhe, ROPN e e o iam e o] T, 8. Veterans' Hospital No. 57, Knoxville, | Not given......c.ceeen--..| 1884 | Permanent total. ... . o oocoeeec.| | $100.00 $150.00
Bare, Elmer Anderson.__....-...| Plusn.ntvme. Towa. Fhyslelan_ . 1807 | .. e T e 100. 00 150. 060
Bmcii Raymond Winterset, Iowa Mechanie, auto 1895 | Per t partial, 72 per cent.... 72.00 93.75
Cmon Dean H Britt, Iowa. Not given 1895 | Per t partial, 45 per cent____ 45. 00 125.00
C-hrist[ansen, James Sioux City, Iowa. .| Physici 1871 Pu'msnant partial, 38 per cent.____ 38. 00 150. 00
Clary, William Henry, Prescott, Tl do 1880 | Permanent total 150, 00 125, 00
Carlson, Amel A____. 437 Ham{lton St., Ottamwa, J0OWa.eeeeao-...| Accountant. . oceceooee-- 55,00 125.00
Druet, Arthur Lewis Larchwood, a.. 50. 00 125,00
McEvelith, John Grand Junction, JOWa. oo coe oo aae 100. 00 218.75
Field, B Bradford. oo UIS Veterans’ Hoepiml No. 57, Knoxville, 20. 00 93.75
Gorman, Ory William. 417 Washlmcton Ave., Mason City, Iowa.._. 54.00 187, 50
o, Max =] U.I 8. Veterans' Hospital No. 57, xville, 20. 00 03.75
owWa.
Gilmore, Rex Bhepefd TR [ T A o B 100. 00 125,00
(GHassgow, Charles 1114 East Rushoim 8t., Davenport, Iows. 41.00 9. 75
Hakes, Ledyard IR, o i e e e e i 38,00 93. 75
Iepson. Wm. R____ _| 338 Commerce Building, Sioux City, Tow 42,00 125. 00
Lefller, Robert W Cngocﬂ}r&b W. Forman, 419 Lynn Ave., 63, 00 125. 00
mes,

Linsday, Geo. E U. 8. veterans’ hospital, Knoxville, Iowa...| Sal 1894 | Per t total weeal  100.00 93.75
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Permanent partial, 51 per cent....
Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ...
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Cortland A

Rt. 1,

, K
121 Waller Ave. .{B

-

R e
!

gRE
nESs

10wA—continued
monthly
pa
Name Address Occupation gﬁh Extent of disability und{r
. Tyson-
Ptuﬁ‘dd
Meredith, Edw. Bo.ooooooomeeas Care of Iowa State Highway Commission... RMu - zomcial, superin- | 1883 | Permanent partial, 47 percent_._.| $47.00 | $150.00
ndent.
Newquist, Danl. Conrad. 675 West 34th St., Des Moines, Iowa........ No pre-war occupation....| 1876 | I 79.00 150. 00
gy Bk g e U. 8. Hospital No. 57, Knoxville, Iowa......| None given. . ............. 1891 | I 20.00 |  93.76
Peckham, Howard. .| Villisca, Iowa Clerk, postal railway. 1884 | I 56, 00 150. 00
Rowe, Donald M. ooeeeoncaee Bloomfeld, oW oo Cashier, teller............. 1804 | I 34,00 93.75
Behide, C1 0. 333 58th S8t , Des Moines, ITowa.. =uuo] Carm 1 al, 42 per cent... . 42,00 93. 75
'!wmmy Orland R.. mmﬁ' g AISS, TOWB. e e 8SSOT. al, 72 per cent..__ 72.00 187. 50
bwigh = | ospdtal No 57, Knoxville, Towa_____.| None given___.._.________| 1866 | Permanent total_..___________.... 70. 00 93.75
w.us, ............... 42; 4th 8t., Apartment No. 32, Des Moines, do.. 100, 00 125, 00
lows.
KANSAS
Adams, Chas. S8aml Byers, Kans Permanent partial, 44 percent.__.| $44.00 $125.00
Baker, ornm.. 1020 Osage St., Leavenworth, Kans_ Permanent partial, 36 per cent.... 36.00 150. 00
Barnes, Walter B____ 7| 1732 North Adams St., Junction City, ent partial, 75 per cent.... 75.00 125, 00
Bates, I%Iarm:ml Elwell 617 H 8t., Manhattan, il e N Permanent partial, 36 per cent.... 36. 00 125,00
m e
Bermant, Lester O..coveceeeeae- 905-90" North Washington Bt., Junection | Salesman, insurance.._..__| 1894 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50, 00 3.75
B it ‘Kest 42d St., Rosedale, Kans Notglvem.____.......____ 1875 | Permanent total .. _____._.._._.... 100. 00 150, 00
Buckley, Manjn B ............ Cgl? of Capital Gas & Electric Co., Topeka, | Salesman of service, gas....| 1556 t partial, 40 per cent....| 40,00 150. 00
Clarke, Cecil Alex_..ooooeeee- ..l 707 North Topeka, Ave., Wichita, Kans..... Civil engineer............. 1893 | Permanent partial, 49 per cent.___ 40,00 125.00
Cludas, Arthur Louis.._. 1101 Garfleld Ave., Topeka, Kans_.......... Physiolan.___. . .. 1872 | Permanent total..._...._...._.... 100. 00 150. 00
Bp Hill, Kans. do 1870 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent..._| 60. 00 125. 00
| 939 Nims Ave., Wichita, Kans._. Echool-teach 1803 Permanent partial 35 per cent.... 85,00 125, 00
| 452 Bouth 8th és Salina, Kans..__.......... Insurance agent... 1880 | Per 200, 00 250,
..... Real estate salesman..__..| 1890 | Permanent pn.rtini 30 per cent....| 50, 00 93.75
Care of American Lean, Wichita, Kans__.. ;PrLodnctlon mmsw._,... 1878 | Permanent total. .. ... ... ....... 100. 00 150. 00
Minneapolis, Kans._.... ici -| 1889 | Per partial, 48 per cent.___ 48. 00 125, 00
Colony, Kans______ Farma' 1894 | Permanent , 40 per cent____ 40. 00 125, 00
1915 New Hampshire 8t., Lawrencs, Ksns No pra-war umfntian-.-- 1893 | Permanent 150, 00 125, 00
300 To| Boulevard, Topek: dealer_. . | 45. 00 150, 00
West S0 Bt.. Carnett, Kavpor 56.00 | 150.00
1130 Manhattan Bt., Manhattan, Kans___ 63. 00 150. 00
'Wai‘ee ¥, Kans o 49, 00 93. 75
t.erms' Bureau, Wichita, Eans. 41. 00 125, 00
Dl Bouth 6th 8t., Hiawaths, Kans.... 46. 00 150. 00
Box 847, Wichi I.a. 100. 00 93.75
1228 East 15th St., Ba:l.ter 3(3:? 50. 00 150. 00
32114 North Jefferson 8t., I Ans 100. 00 9. 76
820 111 5t., Lawrence, Kans. 100. 00 93,75
mmmsz thhtta,xms 50. 00 150. 00
o Hatehinson, KA. e em e 80. 00 150. 00
8210 East 13th St., Wichita, Kaps............. ! Sal 66.00 | 125.00
Hartford, Kans... | Ph 75.00 150. 00
1322 West 7th St., Topeka, Kans, 78.00 125. 00
901 Bertrand, Manhattan, Kans 1 50. 00 150. 00
301 Orchid 8t., Topeka, Kans | 86.00 93.75
e B g SR SO S 1870 | Parmanent e i Eieh e 100. 00 125, 00
513 Olive St., Neodesha, Eans_.._____.___...| Restaurant keeper....._.. Permanent partial, 55 per cent..__|  55.00 03,75
8 AnS | Physician. 1881 | Per t partial, 50 per cent___.|  50.00 150. 00
.| 817 North Mainst Wichita, Kans......... | Veterinarian. ...c.ccaecaas 1882 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent.... 60,00 93.75
Chg‘ﬁ | Bal ----| 1885 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50, 00 187. 50
211 th Fﬁst Bt Arkansas Qity, Kans_._| Physici 1875 do 50.00 150. 00
|
KENTUCKY
%:Yhnlt Edmonston, K¥.-ceeesecesemaccmane l Ex messenger. . ......| 1896 | Permanent nlal. 48percent....| $48.00 | $125.00
ton, Ky | Not given 1889 | Permanent total. - o eeeueeeeeeeeane 100. 00 125,00
AR, R e e e Salesman, insurance...... 1800 |.___. do 100. 00 125. 00
101 Taysw Ave Fort Thomas, Ky-...-...-| Not (ﬂm ------ -| 1871 do._.... 100. 00 187. 50
Bomerset. o e 1872 |- do__.. 100. 00 150. 00
Loudon, ky-. - Physici 1874 | Per partial, 50 per cent....|  50.00 |  150.00
| Shelbyville, Ky Balesman, real estate and | 1896 do.... 50. 00 93.75
8,
Main 8t., Edmonton, K¥-.-cccceeeeacacacs Notgiven. . ..ocoueeiaoas 1865 Purmanmt RORAl L e 100. 00 125. 00
m;utb&dB” 5 io ig? P ;.parual %pﬂ'm:"-- ?E.g i%g
711 L. v Physiei u-manen per cen
240 1st., Louisville, Ky Not given 1886 100.00 |  125.00
Box 209, Parls, Ky 50,00 03.75
Box 129, London, o ST S TR TR Tim 60. 00 150. 00
1-C Hospital, Paducah, Ky 5000 150. 00
Lnnlkinswlléqli 50. 00 150. 00
18 Pike St., KY... 50, 00 125. 00
1917 South 3d St. 100, 00 150. 00
Bt., Owensboro, Ky... 100. 00 03.75
121 North Ashland A , Lexi 100.00 | 125, 00
. 0. Box 4, Dawson Sprlns% et T Per partial, 37 per cent. ... 87.00 98.75
3030 Wilson Ave., Louisville, %6’6 8. 75
87.00
31,00
51,00
50, 00
00. 00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00

~| Ehiveley, Ky.

333 McDowell Rd.,

tal, Oul;wood. EYan Permanent total. . ... .......
Per pnrtlai. 51 per cent.____
= Feld ot

ments, e+ Y e R R S i
y ysici .| 1881 | Permanent partial, 66 per cent..__

xington, Ky. ____ .. __._ Student. __ 1896 | t total.
Lexington, K¥. o ceee--- Physlelan: .. i 00 1873 | Femmmnt partial, 50 per cent_ . __
Dentist.. 1804 | Py t partial, 35 per cent..._.

BE8&S8:
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EENTUCE¥—continued
Propased
Monthly | monthly
. com =
Name : Address Occupation iy Extent of disabllity sk | onde
now Tyzon-
paid |Fitzgerald
biil
Richardson, Jno, B.... .| 828 Francis Building, Louisville, Surgeon 1878.| Per t partial, 30 cent....| $30.00 150, 00
Rivers, Horace Terrell a6 Czty National Bank Building, Pyuducah, Physician 1869 do . 80,00 ‘Lw, 00
Robertson, Jas. A.....ooo......| 128 5 Fort Thomas Ave,, Fort Thomas, Ky...| Not glven._...._.......__..| 1867 | Permanent total.____..___________ 150.00|  150.00
Robinson, WL A e ] 1407 4th Ave,, Lm.tisv[fla, K¥oereonneneeeeeas| General insorance sales- Permanent partial, 75 per cent_ ... 75. 00 9. 75
Berivner, Baml T o oeonecmnaaen 365 Bouth Main 8t., Winchester, Ky. Physicl Permapent total .____.____________ 150. 00 125,00
Shaen o 3 mm“ﬁmi ' Loulsville, Ky Phystelan Sdiormas mpnrﬂul, T percent. ] 00| 120
¥ Fop R st n cent._.._|
ohn Inman. ... London, Ky : Permaneat fotal. .. .. o 150,00
125.00
e 150, 00
Wood H d Ky Jg&ag
Wright, Oscar O. ______ - _____ 2045 Douglas Blvd., Louisville, Ky. 9.7
Hutchinson Lee Buﬂd!n Bhrevesport, La.. $125.00
1453 Arduih St , La. No 30. 218.75
Uw Yotasny uﬁlt&l No. 84, Alslors La_ : Petmamnt 00, 93, 76
ve. v Permanen pmhl,wpermnt.... &0. 187, 50
mﬁmmu&u Building, N’ew Orleans, | Physician, surgeon. .| 1888 |..... A0, c.: 50, 125.00
132 South Solomon 8t. New Orleans, La..... N:‘ pre-war occupation | 187a | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35,00 187.50
ven.
7447 Hampton St., New Orleans, La tic 1893 | Permanent partial, 65 per cent.... 65.00 125,00
824 Giddens Iam!ﬂuﬂdlu, Bhrevesport, La. No awupatiun gjven.._._._ 1886 | Permanent pnnhl,'m per cent.... 30,00 125, 00
111 West Main Bt., Hnm, 7 i nh R Nc;d pre-war occupation | 1880 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50,00 150. 00
ven.
65 Bolton Ava. Alexandria, Surgeon 1886 | Per t partial, 91 per cent..._| 9100 125,00
Per total 100. 00 9. 75
mite, Accoun S 100.00 | 12500
1023 Fern 5t., New Orleans, L Physieian .. . 1B |...= 100. 00 150. 00
308 Compt 8t., New Orleans, ............ Not given Permanent partial, 30 per cent_... 30. 00 125,00
- 7i§£‘-{mmc Temnls Building, New Orleans, | No occupation....c.eeee.- 1803 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent_..._ 35.00 125,00
Wﬁh. Bank & Trust Co. Building, Bolalusa, | LAWYer-.ccecccsaernansnaa| 1595 | Permanent partial, 73 per cent.... 73.00 125.00
Permanent partial, 36 cent.... 30. 00 150. 00
Per & o et s v 100, 00 .75
Putl::mnt partial, 30 t l% g % %
per cent____
Permanent partial, 40 per cent_...|  40.00 { 150,00
Permanent partial, 45 per cent. 45. 00 93.75
Pnrmamn total .. __________ 100. 00 150. 00
100. 00 .75
Pumsmtpamal,mpermt..-. 50. 00 125, 00
MAINE
| 28 Norwood Bt., Portland, Me...cccaeeeeee-| NOt €iVeR. . eeeeeccauaea--| 1870 | Permanent total ... .coeeeenooonm $100.00 | $187.50
Dexter, Me. . L. P t 70, 00 125. 00
North hm, Ml Police officer 75.00 | 12500
Naorth 100. 00 125.00
Bellast, Me. MmuhN’mhm Me._.| No pre-war 100. 00 150. 00
1614 cenm-h Waterville, Me.—..—o.oo.—. 100,00 | 125.00
A.m!ovu‘. 100, 00 125. 00
U.8. Marimﬂwptmw. Portland, Me 50. 00 150, 00
536 University Parkway, le‘ﬂmon, Md....| $100. 00 $150.00
Light Redwood St., Baltimore, M 30.00 | 125.00
U. 8. veterans’ hospital, Perry Putnt. Md___| 20.00 125.00
331 Oakmont Ave., Baltimore, Md__._.____. 100.00 | 125.00
m O\mrlmd A’ve.. Muntabeﬂn Park, 48 12 93.75
Baltimore, Md.
| 1209 Reistertown Rd Pikesville, Md 70.00 9. 75
4809 Reistertown R d 85.00 93. 756
2420 North Calvert Bt.. Baltimore, Md 36.00 125.
Uliilversity Apartments, K 5, Bahimore, 40. 00 93.75
Care of K hsutOummbmHoma.Mmﬁ- 100.00 |  157.50
son and Cathedral Sts., Baltimore, M
Corner North and H.ish St.s., Elkton, Md.-- Physician and surgeon....| 1872 do 100. 00 150.00
3 William Lane, Chevy Chase, Md..._..... do. 100. 00 150, 00
1425 Mount Ror.l Ave., Baltimore, Md____ Not ‘Ewn 1880 do 100, 00 125,00
Hyattsville, Md. ... 1878 ﬁ-n 100. 00 125.00
Councill, Wilford..____ K Mount Ro; al Ave., Baltimore, Md_.| Physician 1801 100, 00 124,00
metord. Nathan N 3]51 Ravenwood Baiti.mma, M .. Vsuﬂnary surgeon.......| 1887 Pmment perl.inl. 36 per cent__.. 36, 00 150, 00
Davis, Bi U. B. veterans’ ml, Perry Point, Md_..| Not given........coeo-.—..| 1806 | Permanent total. . .o oeecaaanans 20. 00 03, 75
Day, haymond E_.-_-..._._........ 1812 Eutaw Pl., Ma.C i Foreman, auto factory.... = 0. 200. 00 125. 00
Evans, Alexander M 1425 Linden Ave., Baltimore, Md Physician 73.00 125. 00
2019 Belmont Ave Baltimore, Md do. 100. 00 150,00
321 East 25th St., Daltimore, Md do 50.00 | 150.00
711 West North A?a Baltimore, Md Boldiar i s 100. 00 187, 50
1409 Hollins Bt..Bultlmnra.Md._._. Snpmntendent steam 100. 00 125,00
1508 Mount Royal .Ave.. Baltimom. Md.__. Nut givan_ ................ 100. 00 187. 50
,201 Park St. & Physici 55, 125. 60
1631 East Nnrt.h Au .» Baltimore, Md 805105 88, 125. 00
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Name Address Occupation ?grh Extent of disability on unmﬁer
id |Fitzgerald
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Hatch, Carl Tilden ......... ----| Ceeil Apartments, Baltimore, Md...........| Aeccountant. _........_....| 15870 Permanent partial, 45 per cent $45.
Foster Clinie, Catonsville, Md Not given 1881 | Per Sotal e
2)8 Oakley Awa, Cambri Md 1 1808 |- do.... 100. 00 3. 75
Paa' M ‘ Engineer. 1801 |_____do.. 100. 00 150. 00
| IE'l:utl]u::r;lka{\‘(1 Boldier 1887 | Per 69. 00 125. 00
bert -1 t, Md., care of R. A Gram B--.- Notdglvan_...............- 1889 | Permanent total______._____ o) 100, 00 150,00
Ingram, Bylvanus Littlepage-.-. U. 8. veterans’ hospital, Perry Point, M 0 1804 do. 20. 00 0375
Kaiss, Edw, W_ oo -----| Odenton, Md Soldier. 1800 | Permanent partisl, 84 per cent._..|  84.00 03.75
Kennedy, Robt. Eugene_.._..___.| 2227 Callow St., Baltimore, Md........... --| Civil engineer 1885 | Pe i ik 40. 00 150, 00
Knapp, Edwin L_____. eanmaneees] 1100 Fidelity Bulldlnx. Bal Moo Dantlat o i 1884 75. 00 125,00
Lovett, Wm, Conway-. .| U. 8. veterans’ hospital, Perry P Md___| Notgiven..._.............| 1871 | Permanent TS 100. 00 93.75
Miles, Lowls Woreenlomrmmmoooeee Gﬂmo?nCOugtrF St‘hOOL Ptll:fk.Bal- Professor of college. ... 1873 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent....|  34.00 150. 00
"
O'Neill, Hel Landover, Md... Not given 1801 | Permanent e e |
Patterson, Frdk, W.............| 820 Violet Pl., Silver Spring, Md do 1879 Knanent 1otel &% i%g
Randle, Morris Do ocvnconmmnann ﬂ%v Cl’ia‘mgdon kgva., Pikes Md., care of | Stock clerk 1896 do 100, 00 .75
. T. Brool
Roberts, Ernest . . .oooeenee- ---| 408 Bretton Pl., Guilford, Baltimore, Md...| Banker (office corps) ......| 1880 | Permanent partial, 85 per cent._.. 85. 00 2
Bnes , Michael. . o oooeeeeean Medtord{ Md.. Not‘Emn_ ................ 1882 | Permanent total._ 4 100, 00 13 g
Btarr, Edward J 2403 C! Tamwe Baltimore 1870 |.....do. --| 100.00 03.75
Stehman, Cameron. .__---------- U 8. veterans’ Perry Pnlnt. Md.__|.....do_. 1870 do. o0, 00 125. 00
Steindler, Leo Fleischer_ Wilson A';e..'. i timom. Physician 1885 | Permanent pmm. 7 per cent. ___ 71.00 150. 00
Myrt_ln 8t., Or Salesman, outside. ...... ---| 1885 | Permanent partial, 51 per cent. 51.00 93,75
124 West Luzerne St., Baltimm. Md Soldier. 1887 | Per partial, 31 per cent. 31.00 93, 75
bey Panlilos . e Oténﬂ;}h;ml\«l%d" Mount Washington, Balti- | Physical director, teach 1895 | Per t partial, 52 per cent____ 52.00 125. 00
Truett, John H..oooonmeemeneee 2162 Hollins St., Baltimore, Md......__.._. Tnvestigator, adjuster in- | 1881 | Pormanent partial, 3 percent.....|  35.00| 125,00
urance or cla
Van Hollen, Donald. . .ccomacaaas ZJI Cedar Oraft Rd. Balt[mom. Md St 1893 | Permanent lmrﬂnl. 90 gent____ 00, 00
Vey, Edgar Allan__ Ewis Annapol Not given 1885 | Permanent total g 10000 | 150,00
Walls, Wm. Ralph_ ville, Md o 1895 a0 100,00 9375
Williams, Frank Edwin Rising 8un, Md Dairy farmer___._____.____| 1894 | Permanent partial, 68 per cent. ... 8 125. 00
Wilson, Wm. Valentine____.....| Rockville, Md._ Not gim 1800 | Permanent partial, 46 per cent____ 46, 00 125. 00
Yocum, Charles A__________.....]| Hospital No. 43, Federal Park, Md o 1863 | Per ttotal ... 100, 00 125,00
MASSACHUSETTS
ATlen; Wiles Hoo o oo oo Ui\{ Sn-sgetemns‘ hospital, West Roxbury, | Phy 1891 | Permanent total_.................| $100.00 |  $125.00
Ames, Bhirley Lu...osciaoaaauons lsMMnunt Vernon Terrace, Newtonville, | None given 1883 do...- 100, 00 150, 00
a8s,
Anderson, James W........ wee--| 86 Cypress Rd., Wellesley Hills, Mass......| Student 1893 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent..._ 30. 00 150, 00
Bmpmn: Bidney W.o-ceaeenm-- 39 Pond St., Natick, Mass. .. cooeeoaeean None given.....ccceene-..| 1882 | Permanent total__.__ R L T 125. 00
Bell, Hollis W. lsgl“(.‘ wealth Ave., Attleboro Falls, dansserw ] uection-in- | 1881 |___._ e S S N TR T wee] 10000 03. 75
= L
Blake, Wi J o oceecaeaceea p— Enzlewood Ave., Brookline, Mass_______ No occupation. ........_.. 1801 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.. .. 30. 00 125.00
Breen, Vineent_ .-« .c.eoommnon- 60 Sawyer 5t., Dot , Mass = anany com- | 1880 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent___.|  38.00 150, 00
. . |
Pridges, Thos. A....ceeeeeeeo---| 858 Albany 8t. Ru:h g b A e Student ................... 1806 = Permanent partial, 35 per cent..._ 35.00 125.00
Burr, Ernest R____ 125 4th St., Medfo BSS..._..... marine_..| 1871 | Permanent partial, 32 per cent....| 3200 93,75
20 Huntluswn Ave Mass...... Mechsn]cﬂ engineer..._..| 1882 | Permanent parm-. 50 per cent._._ 50. 00 125. 00
Carmerois, Henry 138 Harvard Ave., Mlston. Mass owner 1870 Perm.lnent partial, 47 per cent__ . _ 47.00 150. 00
Gomeriurd, Ohna. e 182 Church 8t., Watertown, Mass. Wool tudent 1894 | Per t partial, 33 per cent___. 33. 00 03. 75
Comerford T 103 Francis St., Brookline, Mass___________. Lawyer. ... ... Ssinnsssa| 18T t ,43percent....| 43.00 150. 00
Connelly, S’no B Hotel Coolldgg, Bmoklme, I R R None given_ 1881 | Per t total 100. 00 125. 00
Couper, James Hoo oo ooveeeaa-o-.| 156 Milk St., , Mass. _ ni heavy samples | 1804 | Permanent partial, 70 per cent._ ... 70,00 125,00
563 School St., Bel t, Mass. Mail earrier. 1888 | Per t partial, 50 per cent.... 50. 00 93. 75
454 B 8t., Boston, Mass__ Student. 1893 | Permanent pnrtlal 65 per cent....| 65.00 93.75
150 Prospect Bt., Gl None given....cecoaoo__.. 1879 | Permanent total_________. PR 150. 00 187. 50
11 Mason St., Cambrid ............. LWz ol les. oL e-e==| 1880 | Permanent u, 56 per cent. ... 56.00 03.75
158 Jerome 8t., West Medl’m-d, Mass. Btudent 1864 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent_.__ 40. 00 125, 00
81 Mount Port St., Boston, Mass hysici 1883 | Permanent al, 50 per cent_.__ 50.00 125.00
U. 8. Hospital No. 44, West Roxbury, Mass.| Soldier. 1880 Permanent total. .. _____.____. ---| 100.00 150.00
211 Davis 8t., East Springfield, Mass_______ Machinist _______________ .| 1863 | Permanent partial, 53 per cent.. .. 53.00 03. 75
435 Wolcott St., Auburndae, Mnss____-_.._.._ Priest, clsrgynmu_ 1877 | Per t E)artia.l, 50 per cent_. . _ 50, 00 125.00
B%s{wn State Hospital, Dorchester Center, | None given__.. 1885 | Per bhotal . ool aee-a]  100.00 93.75
82 Waldeck St Dombeamr, Mass...........| Physician_ ) ST T ey S A S S 100. 00 125. 00
08, 11 Beach St., L Police ameu'-.--..._....._, 1876 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent_._. 75,00 125. 00
Gallagher, Thos. 3 Green St. “nt Mnss.--. ..... ceeea] LA Permanent » 45 per cent____ 45.00 125. 00
Gillon, E&w i =] 32 Clinton 8t., Lynn, Mass____2_ =t Permanent total . __._.__.___.... 100,00 | 125.00
Grant, Walter B.__ . ..c.oo... 8 Eastman 8t., Dor Permanent partial, 38 per cent_ .. 38.00 93.75
Green, Jno. F. .. u.ceeeceanenaaaa| 123 Clement Ave., West Roxbury, Mass_... Ban‘k clerk and book- | 1895 | Permanent total . ____._.__...._:_ 150. 00 £3.75
Guilfoil, Thos. J.........ceee-...| 108 High Bt., Greenfield, M [am..u...-._ Nons T P 100. 00 187. 50
Harkins, Cornelius P.-.. 406 Center §t., Jamaica Plai ~-o2| Physician. 0TI 100,00 | 150,00
Hmmgt.nn, Frederick___...._...| 643 Atlantic Ave., Mass‘ Leather business, cutter 45, 00 93,75
on stripping ami die out
machine.
Hawes, Albert N » None givan- 125. 00
Heltye, Wm. Me.. 401 Eastern Ave., Lynn, Mass____. 125.00
Hickey, Chas. F 13 North Ash St., Brockton, Mass 03.75
Hickor, Bi¥ . o - oL Springfield C Springfield, Mass... part; 125, 00
Hobbs, Henry Chester 15 Bowers Ave., Vest Somurvme, Mass__... Permanent total 125, 00
Hogan, hos. Jo08....... 556 5th 8t., South B Permanent partial, 51 per cent.__. 51,00 187. 50
Hood, Paul E__._..__ ereemeenean] 81 Hawthorne 8t. Haverﬁ!ll ‘Mma Permzment partlal. percent. ... 36,00 93.75
num{ngmn, ST —— A A Thospital, West Koxbury, Per oDy | 100,00 93. 75
Treland, Arville P__ .. _._.____. 462 Essex Ave,, Gloncester, Mass.__._.___... Per partial, 86 per cent_ ... 86. 00 125, 00
Jackson, Howard L 121 Chestnuat SI. Spﬂngﬂaid. Mass.. Per partial, 30 per cent___._ 30. 00 125. 00
Jason, Joseph C 7 i e e A et Pammnent total o et LR Gl (1 1P | 93,75
Johnson, Erik St. John. ... 32 Chestnut St., Boston, Mass Per! t partial, 44 per cent 44,00 150. 00
Jones, Robt. L 310 Merrimack 8t., Lowell, Mass 45, 00 150. 00
Jones, Wm. E 9 Dane St., stefrly Mass___ partial 50. 00 125, 00
Keller, Panl._._ 18 Claflin P1., Newtonville, Mass- parti 75.00 125. 00
Ie]lcy, James 30 Randolph Rd., Worcester, Mass i 51,00 93.75
y, _________ 214 Beech St., Holyoke, Mass ... A i 70. 00 93.75
nedy, I-‘ 90 Amt 8t., Springfield, Mass 5 Per t partial, 40 per cent..._ 40. 00 93.75
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com pay
Name Address Oceupation Birth Extent of disability sstion | ‘under
Joar now Tyson-
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Eennerl o 274 Brooklin Ave., $125.00
Kivlin, Alfred ... 43 Echool 8t., North At 9,75
Lally, Michael I &0 Waltham St., West Newton, Mass 9. 75
, Thos. 59 Winthrop Bt.. 8. 75
Little, Seth Wm 11 Estes Terrace, Lﬁn, 9. 75
Lamdgren, G 124 Edson St., Brooklyn, Mass_____ 93.75
MeAvery, Thos. L. bandler 8t., M. 187. 50
MeD 1], H__. 250 Willow Ave., Eomerville, Mass .75
Mcﬂay, Wakar H ... ineenann R%‘hﬂd Mm V.8, \netmns' Hospital |..... emssssnmcsnansensnnel IR b 00 e oo 125. 00
McKenney, se Chestnut St., Wakefield, Mass_._________| Postal clerk, not railroad.. 03.75
McLean, .| 12 Bouth Fm St., Revere, Mass________. Captain tugboat..........| 1868 | Permanent total ... ________...._ 125. 00
Matior g Augnstus F oy P g ey s g
Mahon ugus reen N Rl e e o P N s e e S e s ¥
Mmt;y, aﬂB‘.un xgton Ave., Boston, Mass____.__.. Postal clerk, railroad Permanent pnrﬁa.l,m;mmt.... 63. 00 n':-.r.
irmk ¢ ﬁi Chelsea, i ssieme Adjuster and investigator_| 1584 | Permanent total__............_... 10000 | 12500
Mi;, Donal 8 Chm:ﬂeld W'areeu:.er. Mass Student. 1867 Pwmm: part:.ial. a0 pm- cent_ .. 60. 00 93.75
M gsser, 31 Avalon Rd., Wahnn. T e R Sales:man, outside, light | 1891 | Per 100. CO .75
¥, "I'has F _______________ 43 School St., Dedham, Mass______________. Cred ........... 1884 | Permanent partial, 42 per cent___. 42,00 187. 50
N ‘13'&5 ______________ 95 1st 8t., Medford, Mass_._ .. Rubb;r works, laborer, | 1804 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent. ... 75.00 93.75
Williamstown, Mass Teacher. Permanent partial, 55 per cent____ 55. 00 3.7
24 North 8t., Pittsfield, Mass Stadent._. . Permanent al, 79, 00 98.75
427 Baratoga 5t., East Boston, Mass. | Fisherman 30.00 150. 00
102 ood Fruit salesmam 58.00 125. 00
Hospital, West Rox 70.00 125. 00
Hospital No, 44, West mh None given 100.00 125. 00
I a8S._ .. n 65.00 150. 00
11 Bridge St ..... do. 1880 100. 60 150. 00
Perry, Harold W ..o ceeeeeeee r.oam, Veterans' Hosp(tsl No. 95, Northamp- | Medieal officer 1888 do 20. 00 9%.75
Gunernl deﬁm Chatham, Mass...........| Steam mﬂmnd conductor.| 1878 | Permanent 63 percent__._ 63. 00 125.00
Bm N e e | Student_._... 184 | Per t HAS 100. 00 93.75
8t., hmh Billeriea, M Car e mas el 1007 do 100. 00 130. 00
U 8. Veterans’ Hospital No. 44, Wut Rox- | Sales B rNRnae oy J AEREE T D A R F e 40, 00 150. 00
The Millicent Library, Fairbaven, Mass...| Student, assistant libra- | 1896 Pmmneutpgdhl. 40 per cent____ 40.00 93.75
59 Bellingham St., Chelses, Muss__.____.__. . 3 30.00 0%.75
59 Towandander St., Dﬂmhesaar. Mass_____. 100. 00 B.75
85 , Flainville, 100, 00 125,00
25 Chmwy H Jamnira Plsi'n Mass_____. 100. 00 125.00
15 Clark 8t., 100 00 8. 75
370 Main St Bmckwn. Mm 35.00 125.00
42 School Bt., Andover, Mass____.___.______ 30.00 .75
U;&,VW Hopi‘bnhl\le 95, Northamp- 20. 00 €. 75
Tossttal, West HOXDUry, Bass. - ooerord] '2.00| 13 00
X . 150, 00
50 Bargent St., Melrose 2 100. 00 125.00
Spalding, Geo. B mveececcecaea] Narth W ilbraham Mm._-...-ﬂ.m.uu.. None given._.............] 1886 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent. ... 80,00 93.75
Epellman, Martin 21 Mendum St., Roslindale, M Physi 18%0 | Permanent partial, 70 per cent___|  70.00 | 12500
Eumner, flm UHB. Vi s Hospital No. 89. Rutland do...- 1872 | Permanent total . — ... ... 100, 00- 150, 00
Bwindler, Harold F 41 P Permanent partial, 31 per cent_._. 31.00 7
Tilison, E... 1554 Rob Pnna::nmt A e e e s lﬁg %;&
..... e 5
44 South Pleasant St., SBouth Natick, Mass. Permanent partial, 37 per cent____| 37.00 0375
80 Rhodes Ave., East W, RIS Permanent , 30 per cent. ... 30. 00 9
illiamsburg, Mass Permanent partial, 63 per cent. ... £3. 00 93.75
« B, Vaternns‘ Hospital No. 44, West Rox- Permanent total. ... ... ...... 100. 60 93.75
Weise, L 44 Woodb inaSt Wollaston, Mass. Permanent partial, 30 per cent_ ... 30.00 125. 00
Wblte. Robt-. J 8C St., Watertown, Mass Permanent partial, 50 per cent____ 50. 00 150. 00
‘Winslow, Edmund J 125 Pl t St., Dorchester, Mass.......... Permanent partial, 41 per ‘cent.... 41.00 93.75
%% l];';;ll.}l I.)hlvhhn 8t., Aﬁ Arbor, Mich___| Permanent i.;]',-ﬁ ______ $100. 00 $125,
ve., AT ] Permanent part percent____| 30, 00 150,
539“&3; inaw, Mich..___ partial, 75 per cent____| el =
naw, E S | Per 75 per cent____ 76.00 125,
| 27 Auburn Ave. SE., Grand Rapids, Mich.. Per (S0percent_ | s000| 1
Iﬂ Adams Ave., care of Dr. Burt R. Shurly, Per 187.
| T. 8. f.ta] No 100, Camp Custer, Mich_
amn g, Mo 1%
jeh_ . 187.
150.

| Bhnlh.bu:r;,
| 818 East Jeﬂu‘wn Aw.. Detroit, Mich......
| 618 Lyon Htiafltut, Mich

est
ton 8t. 8W,, Grand Bs
Pulevsrd. Detroit, Mieh. ...

ouser, k. ¥
Hume, John Robt

Irvin, HaIry Cl8¥..eeeereecennaa
Kunechtel, Edw. A

Apartment, Highland Part

Plrmmnt

partial, :i per cent_ ...

P

Permanent
Permanent =
Pmnant })artlal, 33 per cent_ ..

l.'

t partial, 74 per cent.___|
total

partial, 32 per cent..._
|11~ et e, by

Krohn, Albert H
Kunze, Lewis Wm______....____
Lewis, Raymond McK..........]|

H §a§n§;#§§§as;s g
ERSEE =SESSESS=S8s=8888 =
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now Tyson-
paid |Fitzgerald

bill
Loye, H A emeenassen=o| 8440 Dexter Boulevard, Detroit, Mich.__.._. Student 1803 | Per partial, 35 cent....| $35.00 75
e b A b Care of U.S. Hospital No. 100, Cémp Custer, | Not givea " "7 ""7I"} 1885 | Permanent iota £ P Taw
Lyon-Campben. Arthur !'._-.... 6556 Hazelwood Ave., Detroit, Mich 1869 |.____ do. 100, 00 150 00
Roy F Ave., ésgimw. 'Miuh Oamgaﬁm not glvan ..... 1896 Psrmnnant partlal 40 per cent.... 40. 00 125. 00
P. 0. Box 201% Detroit, M 1891 | Permanent total..... .. .o cooee... 100. 00 93.75
1445 18th Bt., Mich | 1802 |. d 100, 00 125, 00
.| 1225 Detroit St., Flint, Miel Al Phagﬂdan.--.--....._.-.... 1884 Permmnt partial, 40 per cent.... 40, 00 150. 00
7| 1204 Mount Ellfott Ave., Detroit, Mich_____ ﬁ 1891 partial, 54 per cent....| 54, 00 03.75
405 Li Bt., Patoakay. Mich_....ceee....| Retall dealer.....caveorene 1887 Permment partial, m per cent_.__ 50. 00 125, 00
2084 o Ave., Detroit, Mich Civil engineer......-. 1861 | Permanent partia! per cent._._ 68. 00 93.75
pital No. 100, Camp Custer, Mich No pre-war occupation. 18083 | Permanent total . _________ . ... 100. 00 125. 00
37 Summer St., Battle Creek, hhch._--_. -| Locomotive engineer.._.. 1879 | 100.00 125.00
East Congress Bl: Bturzis Lab. com 1889 | Permanent perﬁs], 50 per cent.... 50. 00 125. 00
618 Northeast Ave. ah .......... Bu| tendent warehouse| 1870 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent._.. 84.00 150. 00
6 Brownberg Bnﬂding nttle Creek, Mich. Permanent partial, 74 per cent.._. 74.00 125.00
ms Scmth University Ave.,, Ann Arbor, Permanent partial, 54 per cent.. .. 54. 00 125.00
:’yatta Ava EE Grand Rapids Mlch. Balesm Pmsnant partial, 32 per cent.._. 32.00 08.75
‘h Btatler Hotel, partial, 60 per cent____|  60.00 .75
ital No. 100, Camp Custer, Mich_.__.. 100. 00 03.75
E oof Bsntun anfm. Mich...| Ph 30, 00 125, 00
Rt No. Batun Ray pids, Mich_____...____ 150, 00 3.75
189 La Saile Ave., Royal Oak, Mich____.___. i Permanent partial, 60 per cent. ... 60,00 125. 00
Bth'!.[ng, Robert PR s 42 East Willis Ave., Detroit, Mich.......... Hutalohm front manage- | 1882 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50.00 03.75
men

‘iewspaper reporter.......| 1891 | Permanent partial, 'ﬂpet cent._... 72.00 8.7
Physician 1864 | Per partial, 70 per cent....| 79,00 150. 00
Boldier. 1885 | Permanent partial, 36 per cent. ... 36. 00 150. 00
Student. ... e eeoeeceeee e 1802 | Permanent total. ... ... 100. 00 125, 00
Farmer, 1801 | Per ial, 50 per cent.... B0, DD 9. 75
Sa 1883 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent_._. 38.00 150. 00
......... Physlclan..-..-_...--_..... 1878 | Pormanent partial, 31 per cent. ... 21.00 187. 50
1800 | Permanent ial, 50 per cent.... 50. 00 125.00
i Oﬁm clerk, recording._._.| 1893 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent.... 60. 00 9. 75

e,
American Legion Hospital, Battle Creek, Permanent total..................| 100.00 03.75
124 Roch Bt., Menominee, Mich....__..__._ Mg;bin!st-h!sn‘nmuh: 1885 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 80. 00 150. 00

orge man.

‘Woodworth, Gladwyn...... .| Btate Banitarium, Howell, Mich... t 1893 | Permanent partial, 63 per cent.... 63.00 93.75
Bergeant, Floyd A —cevmreemeee 801 Granger Ave,, Ann Arbor, Mich._.......| Pharmaeist.......__......| 1880 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40,00 .75
MINNESOTA
Allen, Raymond L oo 1574 Hauns in Ave., Minneapolis, Minn.... Emciency engineer..._.... 1801 | Permanent partial, 31 percent....| $50.00 £150. 00
Anderson, Edw. T'._ Excelsior, l\g Physician and surgeon__._| 1860 Permamnt partial, 47 per cent____ 47.00 150. 00
Anderson, Jas ST Summit ﬁmnmnum, Orookston, Minn..... Phy 1891 | Per t partial, 55 per cent.... 55. 00 125. 00
Bacon, Knox 455 Lowry Building, 8t. Paul Minn.. ... 1864 | Permanent total . _ ... ... ...... 100. 00 150, 00
Ballard, Jas. A . o v oooeeemeemeaee 157 Carroll Ave., 8t. Paul, NS s SN | 1882 | Permanent partial, 41 per cent. ... 41. 00 150, 00
BAEDALE, JOR e i a s 4824 Wash Ave., Min.naapolis, Minn........ La(bndscape architeet, gm‘- 1801 | Permanent partial, 71 per cent_.__ 7L00 150, 00

ner.
U.l\%n\?etarans Hospital No. 101, 8t. Cloud, | Physician. .. oo 1872 | Permanent total. .. ..o oneeaan.- 100, 00 150, 00
.
Grand Marais, Minn. Clerk, railroad. .. 1804 | Per t partial 33. 00 93. 75
Btate Iai.r ds, 8t. Veterft_tary SUrgeon. .. Permanent partial 36. 00 125, 00
1T L A e el i Physician and surgeon Permnnent partial 50. 00 125, 00
1664 Salby Avo., Bt. Paul, Minn 1 teach Per ial 35. 00 93.75
= 1000 Mmun"“ Ave., Mlnaeapnlla. Minn...| Student Per t 50. 00 125. 00
&t‘l ....... Physici Per 40. 00 125. 00
4 asr.h M‘e Minneapolis, Minn Sales clerk Permanent total 100, 00 3.
1528 Elliott Ave Minnea ]1&, M A Permanent 3L00 93. 75
4001 43d Ave., Minnaa inn. Not given...ooceeeeoae----| 1880 | Permanent 100. 00 93.75
222 Otis Ave., 5t. Paul MR i Btudent.___ . .| 1806 |.—... do. 100. 00 03. 75
U.8. ebemns hospital, 8t. Clond, Minn__.| Not given 1876 do. 100. 00 150. 00
.................... fMice clerk . ._..o——____..| 1806 |_____do 20, 00 03.75
961 lath Ave., SE Minneapolis, Minn..____ Civil engi 1804 | Per t partial, 75 per cent_.__ 75.00 93,75
2115 Blaisdell A ,» Minneapolis, Minn._.... afllor = 1891 | Per total. . 100, 00 93.75
.| 4326 Drew A\.‘a. Sour.h. Minnea Minn _| Not given. ... . ..__... 1882 | ____ do. 100. 00 150. 00
2203 Doswell Ave., 8. Panl, Minn. ... (manager).| 1885 | Permanent partial, 79 per cent.... 79. 00 150, 00
2004 West Buperior 8t., Duluth, Minn______ Physician. ... .coeemvaceuae 1880 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent_.._| 35.00 150. 00
| U, 8. veterans’ hospital, Bt. Clond, Minn..| Not given_.. 1805 | Permanent total ______________ 100. 00 125, 00
2006 West 40th Bt., Minneapolis, Minn__-__h 1880 | Permanent partial, 46 per cent 46. 00 150, 00
5127 27th Ave. Sour.h. Minnea Minn...| Civil engineer...cocceeeee- 1886 | Permanent , 52 per cent 52.00 125,00
1727 La Balle Ave., Minneapolis, Minn Not‘flvnn 1864 | Per ikl e Sy 100. 00 150. 00
P. O. box 540, Hopkins, Minn 1883 (.____ 100. 00 150. 00
110 East 44th St., li'u:umsapolls. Minn_ Electrician 1807 Permauens partial, 57 per cent. 57.00 “125.00
287 Edmund St., 8t. Paul, Minn_______..___. Foreman, construction.._.| 1888 | Permanent total________.___...... 100. 00 93.75
Uis Vﬁtiomns ﬁuspltalNo 108, Fort Snell- | Physician and surgeon....| 1883 | Permanent partial, 88 per cent. ... 88, 00 150, 00
bif nin.
Cl K‘I.mt 1 20 AN e L el Student 1894 Parmnnent partial, 89 per cent._._| 89. 00 93.75
| 510 Kmh Pl Buﬂdlns Minneapolis, Minn. | Barber 1805 | Per tial, 40 per cont. ... 40, 00 125, 00
2714 East 2d 8t., Duluth, Minn Not given 1887 | Permanent total__________________ 150. 00 150. 00
| R. F. D, No. 3, Brnlnaﬂi M]nn.. Miner, metals 1891 | Permanent partial, 70 per cent____ 70. 00 125. 00
2729 Coffax Ave,, Mlnnae. Student 1897 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.. .. 30,00 93.75
U, B. veterans’ hospital, St aud Minn...| Inst, awm-d officer in | 1880 | Permanent total. oo eveceeeeenena.. 20,00 125,00
ch: veterans’
ML%X;ESAL 8t. Cloud,
nn.
Windom, Minn_ Btudent .. . ___ 1894 | Permanent partial, 78 per cent__ .. 78. 00 125. 00
8427 Girard Ave. South, Minneapolis, Minn.| Bookkeeper. ... . ....... 1891 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 93.75
210 Evanston Building, Minneapolis, Minn.| Common outside laborer..| 1803 Parm.nnent par:i.nl 43 per cent..__ 43. 00 125,00
P. 0. Box 64, Well View, Minn., care of Ann | 8 tsid 1888 | Permanent total ... ocoocooao. 100. 00 9. 75
F. McBetty, guardian,
Mallon, Geo, H.veeeeoenmaancanel 2713 Plymouth Ave., Minneapolis, Minn...| Plumb 1877 | Per t partial, 34 per cent.... 34.00 150, 00
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MINNESOTA—continued
Proposed
Monthly | monthly
ol
Name Address Occupation ‘;23‘ Extent o disability on n?z.;l.’;-
now Tyson-
paid  |Fitzgerald
bill
Markus, Norbert_...............| Care ?‘ls.cwmty Co. of New York, Minne- | Student 1806 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent____| $35.00 $03. 7!
apo
Melzroth, Car ... .ooecemmenaces] 519 7th Ave. South, 8t. Cloud, Minn________ Bookkeeper_ . _.__.....-... 1805 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent_.._ 40.00 125. 00
lison, Wm. Theo. . .coaceaes 2545 Garfleld Ave., Minnmpoﬂs. Mion______ Reme‘gmdmlu. drugs and | 1856 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent..._ 3L 00 250, 00
m nes,
shan. Andrew Sauk Center, Minn. i 35,00 150. 00
Edw. P_ 126 4th Ave. NE., Minneapolis, 50,00 W18
Netison Yo T 4024 38th Ave. South, Minnea| 85. 00 125. 00
Olson, Van Cleave . 8. vel hospital, St. C! a0, 00 93.75
Pederson, Reuben M 8115 Cedar Lake Rd., Minneoml 100. 00 218. 75
Peterson, E | 1817 2d Ave., No. 107, Minnea 30.00 125. 00
Peterson, H, Nathaniel | U. 8, veterans’ hospital, 8t. C 20, 00 93.75
Peterson, g B 2875 Irving Ave,, - 30. 00 93.75
Pirsch, or Ben] | 102 East Ban in 43.00 93.75
Preston, Paul J... 404 Yeates Buildir Minmupo!.h. Minn..__ 60, 00 150. 00
Reed, Ray E____. | 702 4th Bt, S!: M anespolis, o T 45.00 03.75
Robertson, Jno. B.. Cottonwood 100. 00 150. 00
Roming, Alvin N. H. mLom;tdiow Ave Sonth Minneapolis, 55,00 93.75
Routhier, Ruymond.__....._._._ 2013 Bloomington Ave., Minneapolis, Minn. 300, 00 93.75
R\md]et:, Deane S... U. 8. Mmmapohs, Minn_ 100. 93.75
Ruth, Lloyd A_ .. ...l 208 Evanston Building, Sﬁnneapo Mtnn. 70. 00 03.75
.| 1518 3d Ave. South, Minneapol H 5t 40,00 93,75
3935 Uplon Ave, Soulh Minn p%lls, Minn . 1 35.00 125,00
{ 1042 Irving Ave. B-oulh Minneapolis, Minn_| Locomotive engineer_ ... 1886 Pcnnsmt pa.rﬁsl, 33 percent____ 33.00 93. 75
101 Clark Ave., White Bear Lake, Minn__..{ R 1873 | Per partial, 3 percent.__.| 36.00 |  150.00
Stevens A\re., Minnea: , Minn. ... Notgiven. . . 1873 | Permanent t.utul .................. 100. 00 9. 75
4729 Ewing Ave., Bouth M polis, M I tsid 1876 Permnent partial, 46 per cent_.__ 46. 00 187. 50
17567 L Ave,, Bt. Panl, b Pt Physich 1886 t partial, 33 per cent._.. 33.00 150. 00
8t. Clond, Minn, (U, B. veterans’ hospital) . Not gvun.-.....-...-...-. | 100.00 125. 00
1821 West 31st 8t., Minn Minn 100, 00 125.00
MISSISSIPPI
Ad Winfrod.c...ciosasenainn 1110 Jukmn 8t., Corinth, Msss. ... No occupation given...... 1888 | Permanent pattlal 35 percent....| $35 £150. 00
A urence R.o-oomomoeee U. 8. veterans’ haspital, Gulfport, Miss..... Sales clork, Deavy o | 1858 | Permanct {0tal-~oruroeenenni ) 100, 125,00
m es.
400 Elm 8t., Gmenwond, Miss ysici 1864 do. 100. 150. 00
Box 5, do. 1838 | Permanent parﬂal 58 per cent._ ... 58, 12500
210 Hunt Ave., G ............ ISR | . S T e 100. 150, 00
UMB Veterans' Buspitaj N 0. 74, Gulfport, | Mining & 1886 do 100, 125. 00
Red Lick, Miss. { construetion 1800 Permmnt;mrﬁﬂ.,ﬁperoent-___ 45. 03.75
Box 711, Hnddhn, isa. | Lay 1877 | Permanent total. . ... cooaeans 100, 187. 50
23 Orange 8t., Natehez, Miss 100. 125. 00
Brookhaven, Miss... 35, 125,00
Kosciusko, Miss. . 56, 150. 00
600 Walnut St. I-Intl;leab Miss._ . B85, 150. 00
U. 8. veterans’ hosgita!, Eﬁgn. Miss 33
Rt. No. 2, Box 46, I.fpal‘lr- iss. 100.
o %
ary 8
V iwurg. 150.

1215 Main St.,
Philadel

88 822832888 8 SSS3538338283S82S22823288 8882 88

BRERsREREEE
8a2:283288

79.

' g:?psm Nhﬂ oulrpoii"mas Permazent foal.." 100,

0. 3

Brookhaven, Miss. . Pa'manent parﬁal.ﬁparoent.... 62,

Shnquabak "Miss__ Per t partial, 40 per cent. ... 40.
Lucien, M 1878 t » 42 per cent.... 42 00
R.F.D. No 3, Box 74, Soso, Miss. .oooc... Farmes, .- oo L 1 Permanent total. .o 100. 93.75
Columbns, Miss__ Physician and surgeon....| 1872 | Permanent total ._________________ 150. 150. 00
Laml:nrthM hiysi 1880 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.____} 50. 150. 00
Box 192, Hattlesburg, Miss. Student 1805 | Permanent partial, 64 per cent..... 64 93.75
M, lia, Miss Physician, surgeon........ | 1879 | Permapent partial, 61 per cent..... 6l 125. 00
Moore, 604 Jackson Ave., Yazoo City, Miss.........| Retaill dealer, general @ 1887 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent.... 75, 150. 00
Murphy, James B. ..o Uﬁ, Veterans' Hospital No, 74, Gulfport, | Not gIVen. «cececccmnacaan 1850 | Permanent total ... coeamecancacnan 60, 3.7

iss
Onsley, Benjamin L T loo, Miss. . Noounpm.lcu............ L e e 100. 03.75
Powell, Hemry B. .ooeeeeerrace-- Ocean Springs, Miss. Physi | 1875 t partial, 42 percent_...| 42 150, 00
Ro , Curt E Tutwiler, Miss. | Student | 1865 ‘Permnmm > artial, 79 per cent._... . 93.75
Rollg, Oliver B._....ccecionemeren 214 Morgan Lane, Faseagota, Miss. ... | Proprietor of barber shop... 1892 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent. . 125,00
. Behwam ,Walter M . ¥ kuspital, Gu]i'port Miss_._..| Btenographer._ ...________ | 1808 | Permanent total .. ... 2. 93.75
Schwnrt: Grow O. Miss. . ! Clergyman 1885 | Per 1 , 70 per cent. .. 79. 125,00
Sellers, Wm. Le U. 8. veterans’ hospital, Gulfport, Miss.._.. Student.... 1592 | Per t total 100, 125,00
Varnado, Bamu&l do. 1888 = 100, 150. 00
Wooton, Ch UMB{SV t " Hospital No. T4, Gulfport, 100. 125,00
Worrell, M s L.. Vicks . Miss_ .. 100, 150. 00
Yates, Riley B_ . e oioiicnaacea Care of Milsap College, Jack: Miss 30, 150, 00
MISSOURL .

Al Y 0 e e 500 Knickerbocker Pl., Kansas City, Mo_...| Student.. 1808 | Per partial, 41 percent____| $41.00 $93.75
Adlsn Chas. B 2702 Bouth 50th St., St. G 1806 | P partial, 30 per cent._.._ 30.00 93.75
112 North 7th 8t., Bt I.au]s, Permanent partial, 80 per cent..__ 80. 00 187. 50
..... iﬂli Murdock Ave. .. Bt. Permanent partial, 75 per cent 75.00 3. 75
| 520 Hig Kansas Cit; t 44 per 44.00 150, 00
........ 407 North Clny Bt ld Mo. L SAILLEE 100, 00 12500
..... 28 Warner Plaza, ﬁansa.s Cltg, Mo.... Physician and surgeon. ... 100. 00 125,00
Champe, La 4402 Eaton Ave., Kansas City, Mo_. Machinist____.. 100, 00 125. 00
Cook, Isasc Gladstone .. 4420 Pmnsylwu:lla Sl: 8t. Louis, M | No occupation. 100. 00 125,00
Coroness, Ernest 4301 B Physician and surgeon. ... part 75. 00 150. 00
Crist, Hunter O._.________ --| 728 East Elan S&, %mgne]d Mail carrier. .o eeeeeeae 1584 Permanent partial, 55 per cent._._ 55, 150. 00
Davis, Chas. Lo —occceacocuen---.| 24 Bouth Gore Ave., roves, Mo....| hysici 1884 | Per partial, 46 per cent.... 46, 00 150, 00
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£ MISOURI—continued
Proposed
Monthly | monthly
compen-

Nama Address Occupation l;.i::rh Extent of disability mm ung
now Tyson-
paid [Fitzgerald

bill
anool Mo $50. 00 $125. 00
R Ii' . No. 28, Overland, MO o.oceeeaae 100. 00 03,75
Vetnmnn’ Hospital No. 90, Excelsior | B 100.00 | 187.50
%?m nnoock Ave., Bt. Louja, Mo..._.. Gen Perm.nnant partial, 34 per cent.... 34.00 125. 00
Tavr Pershing Ave., St. Louls, Mo........ Per ial, 50 percent____|  50.00 |  125.00
920 Broadway, Kansas Cl idto ..... o Permanent pnrt[al 38 per cent.... 38,00 93. 75
7256 Clark Ave., Webster Mo:_ ... Bales manager. Permanent partial, 30 per cent._.. 30. 00 125,00
105 East 40th St Apnmnent 0. 115, Kan- | Traveling salesman (Good-| 1885 | Permanent pa.ru.al 58 per cent..__| 58. 00 125, 00
gas City, Mo. rich Rubber Co.).
Henake, Godfrey Wm.__.........| 1504 8t. Louis Ave., St. Louis, Mo....._._.. Dentist.. . 1891 | Per 100. 00 125.00
Henderson, Jas. Alexander.. ... l:l;fli gagtusé tNaﬂonalMBant Building, 713 | Farm laborer.. . ceeereao-| 1 Permanent m.nial 86 per cent. ... 86.00 .75
., St. Louis, Mo,
Hendrick, Thos. F-...-c.e-v----| 802 West Marieau 8t., St. Louis, Mo........| Farmer_..._........._....| 1876 | Permanent total._.._....._.......| 100.00 | 15000
Huple, Edw. 3514 Wyo! t., 8t. Louis, Mo.. Ph an 1880 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent.... 34,00 125. 00
;m%, 8187 Natural Bridge Rd., Bt. Louls, Mo._....| Not given.......c.-.......| 1885 | Permanent pm-lal 20 per cent.... 30. 00 125.00
Howard, Frank State Hospital No. 3, Ne Mo.. 0. Per e 100. 00 93.75
Johns, Wm. L Stree Hu&aﬂ: ariomn, Macon. MOC - o= o0 oLt IR L e e T 100. 00 03.75
,Ira 4437 Washington Ave., St. Louis, Mo, Parmanent partiai, 0 pec cent--..| 30,00 93. 75
Howard B....cucecesesns| 5140 Palm 8t., 8t. I.onls. TV SR LI Permanent partial, 40 per cent____ 40. 00 93.75
Kelly, Jos. Patrick. o coceeemmcn- d Ave., Bt. Louis, M0..-.o---. Permanent total...._..... S 100. 00 150. 00
King, Wm. B v i b i i e NS VR L o s )T Lo do, 100. 00 93. 75
Kring, Elbert V ml?‘ Sal Ave., Pine Lawn St., 8t. Louis, do. 100. 00 125. 00
0.
Limoine, Albert N, 904 East 41st St., Kansas City, Mo. 44.00 125. 00
Frank W.____ 2413 Flora Ave City, Mo 39.00 150. 00
MoCarty, Glenn. 1111Blendin Pl., 8t. Louis, Mo....... 30.00 150. 00
Jno. T. 5256 Westm r Pl., 8t. Lounis, M 30. 00 125. 00
MeWilliams, Wm. 4334 Paseo St., Kansas City, Mo 100. 00 150. 00
Macklin, Lurn P.. 5455 Delman!vd.ﬂt Louis, Moo 100. 00 125. 00
Malley, Jno. A... Monroe City, Mo.. 40. 00 125. 00
Mejer, Gunther. _.... 717 Carpenter Pl,, 8t. Louis, MO. . ccaemnens 35.00 150. 00
Me; Montague M...........| 620 Chestnut St., 8t. Louis, Mo.... - 100. 00 125. 00
MIEIier, Cl 8507 Nebraska Ave., 8t. Louis, Mo.___ - t part % 56. 00 125. 00
1483 Union Blvd., St. MO.ceeeennnas| P smssssssmms====s=| 1879 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent.... 34. 00 150. 00
Grace Ave., Bt. 0. do 1872 | Permanent total .. ...oveueeeoceee- 100. 00 150.00 |
Mill Spring, Mo.. do._ 1889 do.__ 00 125. 00
St., Kansas City, MoO.occceacaac 0 occupation. . 1895 do. 1 00 150. 00
Princeton, Mo.. o Physician and surgeon....| 1877 Permanent artial, 61 per cent.... 00 150, 00
Caru Lhemvll!e, None given._ 1887 | Per ﬂ: LN 00 150. 00
ashington Univemty, Bt. Loubs Mo R [ 1806 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent.... 00 125,00
:NB West 8th 8t., Kansas City Clerk. 1804 | Per t partial, 35 per cent.... 00 3. 7.

409 West 15th St Tr Civil engineer.....coceevn-.- 1801 | Permanent total___.__ 100. 00

2512 East Ave., Bpr[ngﬂe.ld Mo............._ Teacher, school. ..........| 1889 do 100. 00

2708 Penu St., Bt. Joseph, Mo..___.__.__._. Lawyer. $ 1y o SR ST 100, 00

Adr Mo. Ph, aurseon._.. 1878 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent____ 00

6110 Perahlng Ave,, 8t. Louis, Mo. Compiler for railroad in- | 1890 nt pamsl 56 per cent.... 00

4101 Dewey Ave., Bt, Louis, Mo.. Furrier 1804 Permanent partial, 60 per cent. 00

6251 S8an Bonita Ave., Bt. Loujs, Mo... ‘Water filterer 1836 | Per t partial, 75 per cent. 00

o0

00

00

00

00

00

00

00

00

00

on

00

00

6616 Pasco, Kansas Citg Mo
4243 McFPherson Avo t. Louis

001} MED et S e fa i Bo,

Permanent pnrﬂnl 36 per cent....|
Parmmnt

Rt. No. 2, Diam L RN 5 & IS e ST

5030 Winona Ave St Louls, MO, oueceaas Athletic teach 1895 | Per t 85 per cent___.
118 East 4th St,, Jo gltn. Mo Student 1846 | Permanent partial, 33 percent____
Rt. No. 7, Mount Grove, Mo.-—....-.----..| None given. ..----.ooooed| 1886 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent._._
Holden, M .| Physician and surgeon....| 1870 | I anent partial, 45 per cent.._.
5284 Westm Lawyer Per

g ppEESpmpniisys gpEEsnsEaER

g BaRBEESSRREERR BREEE
o S5ESS2S=LISE=28 S=2=s

Everett 0____ _______ None given dn £ 7
Narriey, Geo.R..oo._.__| P. 0. Box 131, Alexandria, Mo. .. .._-..._|_.. L e | /- H N | e i
“’l]l!.nm;% uﬁn 604 Spring Veterinary surgeon.... Parmmnf. partial, 39 per cent . __.
Wilson, Verne B« ceeeceeee e Cnéntol' .ﬂi]nmnt Oenersl‘s Oﬂice. Jefferson | Sales clerk. .. oveeeceaacann Permanent partial, 80 per cent. ...
Wise, Andrew B ... ceeecocnconn 1015 East 127th 8t., Alany Apartment, | Student. Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ...
Kansas City, Mo,
MONTANA
Akerley, Arthur W, K__________ Elk State Camg Somers, Mont__ Physiei 1868 | Permanent total . ____..__... $100. 00 $150. 00
Bivins, Horace W._.__. 112 South 25th 5t., Billings, Mont...........| Soldier.______.......... 1866 | Permanent partial, 50 per cen! 50. 00 150. 00
Britell, Oley Alphonso. Physician 1878 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent. ... 31. 00 150. 00
enjamin B_____________.. Civil engineer.....ococeue- 1886 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.._. 40. 00 125. 00
Surveyor. 1887 | Per partl.al, 35 per cent ... 35.00 125. 00
LI by g s S e 1880 | Permanent total ... ... . .....__ 100. 00 187. 50
0 1888 I’armnnnnt partial, 52 per cent_._. 52. 00 93. 75
Civil engineer______ 1884 t partial, 30 per cent____ 30. 00 125. 00
W 1803 Permnnnnt partial, 77 per cent ____ 77.00 .75
1892 | Permanent partial, 58 per cent_ ... 58.00 93.75
Kalispell, Mont Physician and surgeon....| 1881 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50, 00 150. 00
Scobey, Mont. L e s e S 18 | Permanent partial, 44 percent___.| . 4400 150.00
Cz}’mtol’ &Mﬁm; Co., P. O, Box 1406, | Clerk, heavy dities. Per partial, 33 per cent.... 33.00 93.75
utte, Mont.
Glasgow, Mont. I’armsnent rtial, 44 per cent__.._ 44.00 03,75
g e Co., Helena, Mont Per glp«rﬁnl. 39 £ 000| 1mo0
Are ol Iy ena, Mont. . per cen z
119 South Yellowstone, Livinfto Permanent total. 150.00 187. 50
Collector of Customs, Great Falls, Permanent partial 4100 187,50
307 West Park, Livingston, Mont. = Permanent partial 34.00 03.75
Cl ont._ l'emumem partial 50.00 150. 00
East Helena, Mont. .-~ .ooooooooomennn Fer partial, 38. 00 125,00
Thompson, John Squaw, Comar Rogr 8 ﬂalmllle. Mont.. | Lumberjack. . .voveeacans 1804 | Permanent partial, 51 per 51.00 93.75
Valentine, Charles P. 206 Breckinridge, l:lalena, Mont . oo Pharmacist. - - - cceoeocanas| 1889 Pemmaut partial. 50 per cont_ ... 50,00 93.75
Wiedeman, George J., jro_....__. Windh.nm Mont 1891 | Permanent total. ... oo oo 100. 00 93.756
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Extent of disability
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General Delivery, Omulm. Nabe. ... Optielan. ....ccocennncass 1880 | Permanent partial, 44 percent....| $44.00 $03.75
Cmofstm Hoam , Norfolk, Nebr.. Permanent 86.00 125. 00
Rsv 100, 00 .75
‘391;& Cmrt, O Nebr 30. 00 187. 50
atety Bt., Omaha, Nebr. oo 40,00 150. 00
= 68.00 125.00
A.Ilian abr 50. 00 93.75
n msmth 8t,, Lincoln, Nebr 100. 00 125. 00
3503 Fontinelle Blvd, aha, Nebr. 54. 00 125. 00
1709 O St., Auburn, Nebr 42.00 9.75
NEVADA
Hunter, William Gordon........| 36 East 2d 8t., Reno, Nev. Not given 1888 | Permanent total. c.cceeemecaannnc.! $100.00 |  $150.00
. NEW HAMPSHIRE
Brokenshire, John R. Rt. No. 4, Winchester, N. H.... Not given 1804 | Permanent total.. .. .c.ccuoeeeeno. $100. 00 $03.75
Casey, Palk 356 Spruce St., Mmchesw N. mmmeemnnn-| Caretaker. 1884 0. 100. 150, 00
12 Cheney Bt. Newport. Not ‘Flwll 1886 d 150. 00 93. 75
Hay, Jo Rt. No. 1 Naw‘part H_-. 0. 1888 W S bl E i 100. 00 150. 00
Me 324 Lake St., Nashua, N, H_- -ooooooooeons Blodent .o s 1895 | Permanent pmm 30 per cent._..|  89.00 93.75
Main, | 640 Pine St. % -ameememmnaen| FBcClOry inspector........ 1882 | Permanent total ... _____.___._____ 100. 00 125.00
Rollins, Lyman.....ooo-ooooeoonn | Enfield, N. H No oceup given 1881 |..__do 100,00 | 12500
Aikens, John Jos----_..-___..--- 47 Hartford Ave., Fort Lee, N. 7. Permanent partial, 45 per cent..._|  §45.00 $150. 00
Alberto, Jos_____ P 0. Box 4, Franklin Park, N. T Per t partial, 71 per cent____ 7100 93.75
L ‘Westerneld Ave., North Plainfleld, N.J.. Permanent partial, 54 per cent. . __ 54,00 125, 00
36 North Ber%an Bt., Dover, N. J_-—_ oo Permanent partial, 44 per cent.___ 44. 00 150. 00
25 Van Ness Pl Nawark N.T Permanent partial, 70 per cent.___| .00 ( 125,00
12 Birchfield d N.I Per 100. 00 150, 00
§ Linwood Ava. Bagota, e g e 7 e e o |1 i 100.00 | 150.00
Hackettsto o Per t partial, 40 per cent. 40,00 150. 00
m, M 60 Palisade Rd Elizabeth, N e Permanent partial, 60 per cent._._ 0. 00 3. 75
C David W New iersey Stafe Hospital, Greyatone Park, Per t total. . 100. 00 125. 00
Carter, John Francis. - ooeeeeee- 133 Boorsem Ave. ., Jersey City, N. J_____._. Permanent partial, 58 per cent. .. 58.00 93,75
Conlin, Alan Brace. ... ..---....| 4047 Harrison Ave., Westﬂﬂld. ;i e Permanent partial, 80 per cent____| 30.00 T
Condon, William Jos. so.bextnzzon Ave, N.J... P t 65, 00 150. 00
Conover, Alfred. ....oooveeeon...| 36 Atlantic Ave., ﬁenmrt e 100. 00 125, 00
Coplin, Wm., M.__ 8 North Providence Ave., thmtic o Tl o Wy, - A A R &7 1) do, 100. 00 218, 76
Costello, Michael._.....-..... 120 South Maryland Ave., Atlantic City, do 100.00 | 150,00
Crans, Joseph Morris._.. .o nee 622 Atlantic Ave., Comn%rmd, N.J do. 1807 | e 100. 00 93.75
Crosby, Gaston E. .......ceeeeo-| P. O. Box 315, Cranford, N. J___ - ____.__ Clartl. recording and com- | 1885 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.. .. 35. 00 93,75
pu
P. 0. Box 190, Montelair, N. J...occeveanne- Notplves - ot 1879 | Permanent total.. 100. 00 150, 00
248 Hazel Ave., Weumeld. o AESON --| Clerk, supervisory. ....... 1865 | Permanent pemal 47 per cent. .. 47.00 187, 50
168 Graham Au., Paterson, N. J_____._____ D%mﬂva. criminal inves- | 1880 | Permanent partial, 39 per cent.... 30.00 125,
17 Hancock Ave., Jersey City, N. J._._..... Athieta, oo 100.00 03.75
254 Westwood Ave. i Ln Branch, N.J__...| Not given 100. 00 125, 00
12 Summit 8t., Bammit, N. J_ e Computing clerk 100. 00 93,75
308 Mounwn Ave., Upper Mamclatr, N. J..| Btructural engineer________| 100. 00 150. 00
Beverly, N.J Accountant. 55. 00 93. 75
44 Gardtm 8t., Mt Holly, Nn;glvm 100. 00 150
fic 30. 00 150. 00
Not givm 40.00 93.75
................ 79.00 93.76
al wrltar 100. 00 125, 00
Not e 100. 00 93.75
Stud O‘E' 1894 partial, 8500 iﬁg
nden . 65 per cent_ ...
Not qiwm 1882 | P total. . 100. 00 93.75
yeicl 1888 | Per ial, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 125. 00
o e 3 1 1850 - ees e B R LU S 100, 00 187, 50
0. 1875 100, 00 125.00
Fip | do. 1883 | Permanent gul.ia], 31 per cent.... 31,00 125. 00
129 Natws Bt Bndzeton N.T Guardsman 18580 | Per 100. 00 125.
iller, Box 1 por:hh N.J an IS78 | Permanent partial, 72 per enf.___| 7200 | 12500
Mitchell, Phil C 323 8t., Mill Not givm 1887 | Permanent total ... coceaeo 100. 00 150, 00
uehiberg, - 101 Ehistadk mug&N X --.do 1805 |.___do 100.00 | - 125.00
Muzzy, C | R ) Hmu]ls Ave Jersey tg N.J.......| Federal clerk 1875 t partial, 45 per cent..._ 45, 00 150. 00
N Warford L 129 Somerset 7 P Not given . .eeeeeeeeeena| 1865 Permanﬂnt tom!...._-....-....,....- 200, 00 125, 00
o Jas. Arthur. -| 2707 Boulavurd Jersey City. N.J 1 18056 £3.00 93. 75
?’?t:dﬁcmis 217-210 4th St., Ridgefield Park, N, J gio o o 1858 ‘3‘:‘.% iﬁfﬁ
2 . Harry J__ = oy R arl T 4
Pattison, Walworth Metu , N.T. 150. 00 125, 00
Pierce, Mathew Alexan 27 Hamilton Bt., Paterson, N J.ooee e 43.00 125. 00
Ralph, Kedrick Jas....... Csﬁe Bell Tal?hona Co., 1080 Broad St., 68. 00 125.00
Raymond, Landon ’I‘hns..-__..- 117 DeGraw Ave., N.I Clﬂ'k, R.and C...........| 1897 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 125.00
4 oﬂhmst,(,mdan NeFece o il engineer. . .o 1801 Parmamntpartjal, per cent. .| 40. 00 150, 00
‘ackettstown, N. J Nnumn 1895 | Permanent total .- ____._........_ 100; 00 93.75
x amﬁtun Ave,, Trenton, N. J Doctor 1883 tpardal, 30 per cent.... 30,00 150. 60
N? }emy Btate Hnspml draystnne Park, | Salesman, outside..... .. 1880 | Permanent total 20.00 125,00
1319 Belleview Ave., Plainfield, N. J........ Linotype operator......... 1890 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent.... 80,00 125.00
Matawan, = Adjuster, claims, mer- | 1887 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent.___ 3L00 150. 00
cantile.
Tillery, Isaae Gu.eeeeeacaaeannaa.! New Jersey State Hospital. Trenton. N. J...| Clerk, rec. and comp...... 1893 | Permanent total... 100. 00 8. 75
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Monthly monthly
' com
Name Address Occupation Sion Extent of dissbility sa under
paid sf’&.ﬁm’”'*
I
bi
8? Maltbm Ave Ridgewood, N.J $03. 75
hldxewood NI 3.
] parta.. 125.00
15 Bond Pl. North Caldwell, N. J 8. 75
g Nét" - Nﬁjx i 1890 | B t partiai, 87 £ 00| %018
§ 0. . arpen ‘ermanen cent.... , 75
419 Edgnwood , Rutherford, N. J. Sal outside 1882 | Permanent 34 g cent.... 34. 00 150. 00
348 Farnsworth A.ve Bordentown, N. J....| Clergyman..........-.....| 1891 | Permanent partial, 74 per cent_ ... 74.00 125, 00
NEW MEXICG
Glenwood, N, Mex. N VI e syt | 1805 | Permanent total......eeeeeeeeo..| $§100.00 $93. 75
Box Albnqnuqm.\r T s telegraph.......| 1890 do. 100. 00 125, 00
Care Atkins, M. D., McGaffey, | No mmpaﬁon given......| 1885 do, 100, 125.00
Lerdsburg, N. Mex Not given 1880 |.....do 100. 00 093.75
Box 103, Albuquerque, N, MeX.. ccaeeeaea- Pm]x'lﬂgwr and marager | 1887 do. 100. 00 075
of office,
Bti\r g{mph Banitarium, Albuquerque, | No occupation given 1806 |.....do. -==-| 100,00 03.75
ax.
T TRl B No occupation 1801 do 100. 00 L
osp ml, Carlsbad, N. Mex..... I.awyar?.a_t_i__._____._...-- 1867 |..... do. 100. 00 1?}13
Bsynr‘;m Hospital No. 53, Fort | Physician 1883 do. 100. 00 150. 00
8
Chaves, Jr. Amado.. Palace Ave., Sam.e Fe, N, Mex Stud 1898 do. 150. 00 98.75
Childers, Robert JonT ‘cmue?é Daniel C Moore, Box 374, Albu- | Physician and surgeon. ...| 1887 do. 100. 00 150. 00
Cohen, Melvin M. eeceen 512 Bouth ngh Bt " Albu usrque, N. Mex.. Engineer 1891 do. 100. 00 93.75
Canmf;e Arthor G .o ieaeas UM veterans’ osplt&l Bayard, N. | Physici 1871 | Permanent partial, 64 per cent.... 64, 00 187, 50
Jingh Peter R. .| 1505 Centmt Ave Albuquerqua, N. Mex._.| Plumber......cicecaiciid 1806 | Permanent partial 60 per cent.... 60, 00 3. 75
Donahua, John Leo. .....ceeen.-| Fort Bayard, N. Ph Permanent total.................. 100, 00 150, 00
Douthit, Crawford H. | Chaon. N. Me: --------------------------- B e e TR S S B R 100. 00 150. 00
Elfo, Harold B_.. ... ‘est Alameda Ave., Roswell, l\c Max e, PR R T IATER & 1 1 | BT do. . 100. 00 125,00
Eyre, Thomas T. 117 Columbia Ave., Albuqmmi x-.. Permanent 50. 00 150. 00
Farrar, Russell J._. UMS“vetarans’ hospital, F Bsymd No occupation.... Permanent 100.00 | »U8.75
Flint, Warren A_.... 914 North 7th Bt., Albuguerque; N. Mex. ... Mm beavy com- | 1891 do.... 150, 00 93,75
m
G , Fredk. M._. | Sunmount Sanatorium, Banta Fe, N. Mex...| No occupation. . ..ccee....| 1800 |..... do. 150. 00 125, 00
Gl By O 14 First National Buzik, Albugberque, N. | Not given 1895 |22~ "do. 100,00 987
ex.
Herring, Finfe A .o occemanecaas 507 North Lee St., Roswell, N. Mex do... 1808 |.___. L s e ARt et 100. 00 03.75
Herring, H o Chamberino, N. MexX. .« Book -1 1880 | Permanent 'pnrl.f.al 75 per cent.... 75.00 218. 75
Herron, B + J e SRRy Alam 0, N. Mex.. No pre-war occupation....| 1897 Permanea P g N TR 93.75
Joh 8 Columbuos, N. MeX. — - eeeaccenmcenrnmnn= Phystedan and surgeon....| 1875 100. 00 150, 00
K John W ic sy Clovis, N, Mex 1863 100. 00 150,00
2 bhm-]gg H uﬁ West Roma Ave., Albuguerque, N. Gomhuetion foreman_....| 1880 Parmment partial, 53 per cent.... 53. 00 125. 00
ex,
Lutz, Charles H.... | Rosival, N. Mex 42.00 93.75
MeCi Wm. Roswell, N. Mex 40. 00 125. 00
do 100. 00 125.00
821 Forrester Ave., Albuquerque, N. 100. 00 03.75
513 North 14th 8¢t., Albuquerque, N. M 50. 00 125,00
Monkbddge Sanatorium, Albuquerque, | No oconpation. . .........| 1800 | Permanent total. - .._.....o....... 100. 00 125, 00
211 Riehmlmd Ave,, Albuquequ N, Mex.|..... B e i L RO [ 100. 00 125. 00
Indian Reserve, Mescalero, N, Mex........ Boldier, sailor, or --| 1886 Pcrmsmtmﬂ.uwmnt.... 50, 00 03.75
Methodist S M| lawyer. i 1800 | Permanent SRR B Y] 125,00
Penos Altos, N 'M'" n 1863 |..... . [ 100. 00 125.00
Bants Rosa, N. Mex. .. .. ocoeacneconianea ysician and surgeon....| 1890 | Permanent 75.00 150. 00
UNSHWW' hosnlts.l, Fort Bayard, | Contractor, foreman 1893 | Permanent 100. 00 125.00
1405 East Gold Ave,, Albu%'erquo. N.Mex.| Not gIveD.ceaeeeaconcana- 1894 | 0 e s s e e s 100. 00 125.00
General d very, Clarﬁmnn 1884 | Permanent parﬁal 79 per cent.... 79.00 150. 00
'U.ms. r‘&?etﬁmi:; Hospital No. 55, Fort | Soldler.....cacceeeeeaea.-| 1887 | Permanent total....__._.......... 100. 00 93.75
yard, ex.
lag L% Central Ave., Albuquerque, | Not gIVen..coeeeeecercnea- 1886 |.....do. 100. 00 125.00
., Mex.
721 North 2d 8t,, Raton, N, Mex...... do 1894 do. 100. 00 125.00
| 822 North 14th St., Albuquerque, N, Mex...| Student. . ... eeeeceeeean 1893 |..... R e s 200. 00 93.75
rro, N. Mex. Metal i 1892 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent . ... 50.00 93.75
NEW YORK
Ln;n;_noa Beach, Lawrence, ]'..ons Island, | Pilot 1871 | Permanent partial, 61 per cent_...| $61.00
.| 384 Foote Ave., Jamestown, N. Y _____....... Hotolelerk. hotel manager. ... Permanent partial, 30 cent.._- 0. 00 03.75
Kings Park Stﬁ_ba Hospital, K.i.nss Park, O VRN e e 1893 | Permanent total .....-.Ti ......... 100. 00 150. 00
346 Péton. St. Bmoklyn, N.Y do._ 1876 |....- do. 100. 00 218.75
U.Ii.k vot&razirs' ospital, Sunmount, Tupper | Accountant. 1896 do 100, 00 125,00
e, N. Y.
322 East Boston Post Rd., Mamaroneck, | Physician 1886 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent.... 3100 125.00
374 West 35th St., New York Oty eeeeee i gl ] " s
RATSMAS St ol ) fome s It | Peme e toe | R0
Bouth Dayton, N. Y Permanent partial, 45 per cent.. .. 45, 00 93. 756
A%armtm ,31 West 124th 8t., New York Permanent partial, 34 per cent.... 34.00 03.75
Ball, Cl 17 Randall PL., Rochester, N. = - Permanent partial, 32 per cent.__. 32.00 125. 00
Ball acob 8 18 Bonnell 8t. M{ddlowwn, - Permanent total _ . oo 100. 00 150. 00
Barker, Jamu - PR ns Island, | Not given. ... ...ceenenaas| 1807 |ooeoes do 100. 00 .75

4719 Bowne Ave,, Flushing, L
N. Y.
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Proposed
monthly
compen-
Kame Address Occupation Extent of disability m&n un
pald I‘,lanamlm-d
bill
atten, Jno. Adkins._______..... t'tics. State Hi tal. Utiod N.o¥ o cous s | Physieian_ Permanent total___________ -| $100.00 | $187.50
gm, Mathew... , Kingston, N. Y ....... Cler] Permanent partial, 42 per 42,00 93.75
Benson, Chas. O oo qu of N?‘v }nﬂ: University, Wi t F Permanent partial, 50 per cen 50,00 | . 125.00°
uare, -
Bentley, Chas. Raymond. ... | 7 Prinee Bt., hester, N. Y. AW, el Permanent pamal 00 per cent ... 90. 00 150. 00
Bermingham, Franklin A__ 28 Front St., Saram Lake, N. Y Not given Permanent total . __...___...__.... 100, 00 03.75
Block, Edgar Norman___... -1 Br{am &t., Buffalo, N. Y. No oewpation------....-- t partial, 32 per cent. ... 82,00 150, 00
Bgunu, Ve H s e 127 Halsey St., Brooklyn, N. Y Insurance solicitor Per partial, 56 per cent.___ 56,00 93.75
B el 422 Fast 24th §t., Brooklyn, N. ¥ Outsida Per t partial, 33 percent____| 3300 | 150.00
Brew, Paul 49 East 17th Bt., Brooklyn, Student Per partial, 35 per cent. ... 34, 00 3. 75
Brill Edward ................... 1252 Fulton Ave., New York.City....____..|...__ do... Per detobsl i 100. 00 93.75
Brock, Wilbur A_._ 71 West 23d 8t,, Masonie Cigb, N. Y. City—| A t Permanent partial, 31 per cent_. .. 31,00 125. 00
Broughton, Av 304 Lewis Ave., Brooklyn, N, ¥.aeenoao oo Statisticlan. ... oeee_- Permanent partial, 50 per cent_... 50. 00 125.00
Brown, Edw. Lawrence. co-.-_.. 24 East 35th 8¢., N. Y. City. Permanent partial, 63 per cent.._. 63. 00 93. 75
Browning, Robt. Fa. . cccvecnan-- Care of Elizabeth B. Bmwntns. West Hur- Looomoﬁvecrmman en- Permanent partial, 91 per cent. ... 91,00 03.55
Bryant, E 18, ﬁzshi'mh Brondww. Yonkers, N. ¥_..__._. Mnneger and president of Permanent partial, 35 per cent___. 35. 00 187. 50
paper company.
Burdick, Earle Leslie.......-....| 805-307 National Bank Building, Olean, | House master do 35.00 125.00
Burnett, Arthur O 35. 00 125.00
40. 00 150. 00
72.00 125. 00
62.00 130.00
2, 34.00 93. 75
Jo, W = o | Parmanent total . ... 100. 00 9. 75
8651 8t. Paul Boalevard, Rm!msl:m'. N.Y...| Engineer. ..coeeaceecaaen Permanent partial, 50 per cent..._ 50.00 93.75
| 78 West 2d 5t., New York Cit ldier. - Per t partial, 60 per cent_.__ 60. 060 125,00
529 W Ave., care of ) arine Trans- | Not given Per t total - 100. 00 93.75
3210 Pco"fnﬁmY’ d Permanent partial, 50 t 5000 | 12500
ey Ave, o t partial, 50 per cent....
Middletown State Homes Hnsplm, Middle- |._...do Per t total_ 100. 00 93,75
| Fayettville, N. Y Boldier- ..o omeaaeaaaeaa| 1R8BS | do- - 100. 00 3. 75
10561 East 23d St., Brooklyn, N, Y __........| No pre-war occupation_.__| 1875 |_____ do. 100. 00 150. 00
50 5th Ave., New York Ci - Physiclan___. ... ___.......| 1858 | ____ T E BT s AT NCE N N= 100. 00 250, 00
500 West End Ave., New York City Salesman, advertising.....| Permanent partial, 53 per cent.._. 53. 00 93,75
34 17th 8t., Buffalo, N. Y Btati ; engineer . 50 per cent_.__ 50. 00 150, 00
Bellmore P. O., Belimore, Long Island, N. Y.| Inspector, matarial and Per t total_ . 100 00 125
Casrts unf Fulton B}?ﬂ‘ly:gs Bank, 375 Fulton | Press feeder Ip'm pri.ntlnx.._... Permanent partial, 40 per cent._ ... 40.00 9375
Athens, N. Y. Per t partial, B:ipercant_-.- 33.00 150. 00
271 92d 8t., Brooklyn, N, Y. Permanent par:ia]. 50 per cent 50. 00 150. 00
212 West S8t., Geneva, N. Y. Permanent partial, 35 per cen a5, 00 125.00
2538 (Qeorge 5t., B Permanent partial, §3 per cent. 83.00 125. 00
115 Heights Gourt Ithaca, N. Y Permanent partial, 46 per cent. 48. 00 150. 00
............................ . t partial, 94 per cent_ 64.00 150. 00
1219 Mammn Ave., New York City. No tion Permanent partial, 35 cent 35,00 125. 00
Raiph i g e ¢ partial 0.0 | 1.0
Davenpoﬂ. | ve., New Yor Yeonnun- |
De Birmin, i ]r._.. 1213 President 8t., Brooklyn, N. Y. Permanent partial, 30 per | 89.00 93.75
Des Bien, vid 'I‘hna._-..-- chu Reserve Bank of N. Y., New York | Electrician er t partial, 30 per cent_.__ 80.00 '! 9.75
¥.
Dix, Bherwood. . . ....ocneava-e--| 1. B. veterans' hospital, Bronx, N. Y.___ .. Physidan_ . ..o Permanent partial, 38 per cent.... 38.00 | 150. 60
Dodds, Hiram Elbert._._... 9th fioor Polyclinie Hospital, New York Oi Not ghven.- - ool s Permanent total. ..o cocaoaeooaos 100.00 93.75
Donnelly, Geo, Loeeeeeeenerenan- Mz%nh’t;“ksé?g Hospital, Wards Island, 0. a0 100. 00 150, 00
ew Yor ;
Donnelly, Joseph B_ ... _.... 27980 Marion Ave., Bronx, N. Y___..........| Physician and surgeon.... Permanent partial, 62 per cent. ... 62.00 218. 75
orn, Rak\h _____ - 4 Baker St., Jamestown, N. Y..____._______ Insarance sal : { Permanent partial, 34 per cent__..| 3400 |  150.00
Sebid AL W%% care of Cassatt & Co.,, New | No pre-war wcuput:nn.-..i Per partial, 44 per cent_ ... 44.00 150. 00
or
Dufloeq, John Milton.....__...| 8045 212th 8t., Bellaire, Long Island, N, Y..| Clerk, recording and com- Permanent pmlal 39 per cent.... 30. 00 93,76
pu
45 Franklin Ave., Saranac Lake, N. ¥._.__. Notgiven.. .. _._._.______.. Permanent total. ... ......_... 100. 00 93,75
E 5@% Fulton 8t., Hempstead, Long Island, Salesman of service, finan- Pacisenant pamnl Gdpercent...., ©0400| 12500
'ma'm: Sl: Bufialo, N. Y__ Not given. Per - 150.00 187. 50
25 West 43d St New York Cit 2 -| Btudent Per 3 39.00 125. 00
, Hoxie N 35 Clar t Ave., New York Clty M0 o IR D L e - 39,00 93,75
Fairfax, Chas. Wash_____________| 92 8t. Clair St., Gems. ............... Designer, artist. .......-.| FPermanent partial, 50 per cent____ 50. 00 150. 00
Farrell, Vinceot L.........-.....| 1535 East 52d 8t., Brooklyn, N, Y Not given Permanent total. . ... ___.... 100. 00 125,00
Felg, Clement G 12214 North 3d 8t., Olean, N. Y. oo oo No occupation............ Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... &0. 00 93,75
z 1237 51st St., Brooklyn, N, Y Not given Permanent total._._________.... 70.00 | 150.00
Flnn. James G--..-------_.......,. 136 North 44th Bt., Ne‘w York City 83.00 150, 00
Finn, John Jos. _._____ Box 82, Fisher Is]and. NoYoos C 42,00 125. 00
Fisher, Tunis Harold.... 1814 East 28th St., Brooklyn, N. Y. eeeeeeeen 37.00 | 93.75
Fitts, Robt. H.-..-.----.-..--._- 507 8th Ave.,, Waterviiet, N. Y__.___. 8 56.00 3. 75
. Wm. 130 East End Ave., New York City......... 71. 00 93.75
Flerin, Harry Jos________________ 135 Fairfield Ave., Yonkers, N. ¥Y___________ partial 36. 00 93.75
Flood John Vincent..._........| 254 East 60th Bt., New York City........... Lawyer Per pnnhl 45 per cent. ... 45. 00 93.75
Fox, Wm. A.......... = ngf 4{; Pleasant Valley, Dutchess County, | Not given. .- ococeaeo_ Permanent total....... .c...co.... 100. 00 125.00
Fraser, Edw. D., jr. -| U. 8. Veterans’ Hospital No. 81, Bronx, N. Y do. 100. 00 125. 00
QGarry, James Joseph. il Qulg 2%&!: St., Queens Village, Long Island, 40, 00 .75
QGifford, Chas. C________ -1 50 Vanderbilt Aw., New York City. 52.00 93.75
Gildersieeve, Donald M -| 2518 Webb Ave, Bronx, N. Y. 10000 | 125.00
Gillian, Henry L-...... -! 50 Church o Vot York City. 50. 00 93.75
Gilligan, Edward... £ 551ndue..'h rooklyn, N. X . 8200 | 150,00
Gil 8 e --| 338 80th St., B v, N, Y. 50.00 9. 75
QGodfrey, Michael F_. ~_| 8 Cleveland Bt., Aditisau, s AL RN - 100. 00 125. 00
Golding, Jos. E_.___.. --| 170 Hancock St I-lrook]m N Permanent parﬂnl, 50 per cent.... 860 00 150. 00
Goldstein, J: Ie | 724 Allen St. B¥am:su, ............... Clerk, law (student)...... Permanent partial, 45 per cent. ... 45. 00 . 75
kin, Edw. R___ ~-| 112 Central f‘nr South, New York City_...| Physician. ... ___--..... Permanent partial, 47 per cent....|  47.00 125. 00
on, John H.... -| 50 Orange 8t., Brooklyn, N. ¥ _.._.._..__... otgiven . oo Permanent total. ..o 100. 00 125. 00
Grabenstein, Jose iaZ msuh W.Wnodaldn, Longlsland N.Y.| Physici Permanent partial, 80 per cent.... 80, 00 125,00
QGrenfell, Fredk. A.._. ---| Pearl Ri Veterinary surgeon._....... Permanent ial, 53 per cent.... 53, 00 125,00
Gnﬂ]lhs Adbert P Co s oal 2855 CnstarAve.,Bayalde, Longlsland, N.Y..| No pre-war cccupation.... Pormanent t0tal. o - oomeemmmmenees] 100, 00 150. 00
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Name Address Occupation gl.;t‘l.’ Extent of disability u‘,’:’a’;
now T yson-
paid | Fitzgerald

bill
Haber, Chas. O ..... 424 West 43d St., Naw York Cit No occupation given...... 1802 | Permanent parﬂsl 50 per cent.... $50. 00 5
Hshn, Albert G. Trudeaun Sanitari gl Not given 1892 | Permanent total pe e & ‘&’
Hall, Geo. McKe 33 Allen St., Buﬂn:o. N Y Phy 1873 44.00 150. 00
Hall, Robt. A___ 225 74th 8t., Brooki o Fl A DR I Not ‘_fim ................ 1885 Parmanant 100, 00 125, 00
Hallahan, Wm. Hgdsol&: {t)vsr State Empitala Poughkeep- o 1870 {..... do 100. 00 .75
Halliday, Herbert...............| Pleasantville, N. Y.._ o .. do. 100. 00 9. 75
Halpin, John Henry_. 94 Main 8t., Potsdam, N. ¥ . cccanccannns- Seh (e - W Ry S e LA 100, 00 .75
Hardy, Robert 8. . ... 7 Ashland . Kve. - Baffalo, N. ¥ coioeaaaiad] A —-<.do 2 .| 150,00 187, 50
Harrigan, Cornelins. Pine 8t., Lake, N. Y. Not given e R TR e Y] 100, 00 125. 00
Hartig, Frank ..o oo iooioionnan 337 Eest Main St., Amsterdam, N. ¥ ... Baseball player Permanent partial, 38 per cent. ... 3800 3. 75
Hartmann, Chas_.__.______.____ Ca{’e ?:f gi B. HopklnS. 25 Broadway, New | Civil engineer........ee... Permanent partial, 31 per cent.... 34.00 125,00
or!
Harvey, Ollin F._._. S AR CN are of %%ﬁ; Car Co., 165 Broadway, | LaWYer - ccoooeeeeeomeaaes Permanent partial, 68 per cent. ... 68. 00 250. 00
ew Yor
Hay, Paol Franklin. ............ ‘FE': [Park Ave., Apartment 603, New York | Broker.. ..ocooccmccanas Permanent partial, 62 per cent_...| 6200 125.00
Hayes, Russell Milton____._.____| 353 Bmoek St., Jamestown, N. Y No occupati Permanent total ... _.._._...___... 100. 00 125. 00
Hensley, Edwin M____ “-_-| 20 Fast 11th St., New York !T)Igl (ashier Permanent partlal. 51 per cent. ... 51.00 .75
Hepper, Edward W _ 7771 559 West 100th 8t., New York x Oty - | Engineer, stationary Permanent partial, 63 per cent....| 63,00 .75
Herron, Ashley M....oeeereeanen 620 Main St., New Rochelle, N Merchant, Permanent total. ..o ooooeooo. 150. 00 150. 00
company.
Howard, Lester W___ocoeeeeooc 238 West 4th 8t., New York City...........| Marine and stationary Permanent partial, 50 per cont. ... 50. 00 075
Hultzen, Lee Sisson 241 Linden Ave., Ithaca, N, Y. Student... Permanent pmm. T2percent....| 7200 | 12500
Hunt, Fredk. P... U.c %i Veterans’ Hospital No. 81, New York | Not given.. Permanent total . ... ... _...... 50. 00 187. 50
Ingalls, Paul Vernon 100 Cheltonham, Buffalo, N. ¥ ... .........| Accountant Permanent partial, 41 per cent 41.00 03.75
Jenney, Wi B .. ...ivecencana Care of le:g a’%d Mechanic Savings Bank, | Dentist tt p:t;l e | 100.00 125. 00
Jensen, Wm. O. . .ovimiesacns WFI“%P County Sanitarium, Glens Falls, | Physici Per t partial, 30 per cent.... 50.00 125. 00
Joh Cortland A Cedarhurst, Long Tsland, N. Y. .. oocoouacas Permanent partial, 80 per cent__..|  80.00 .75
Jones, Geo. Russell_ ..._......... 42 Ten Eyck Ave., Albany, N. Y... Permanent partial, 35 per cent. ... 35. 00 150,00
Jones, Rochester B. ... ..occuaeee 258 West 12th 8t., New York City.. Insurance salesman....... Permanent partial, 66 per cent_. .. 66, 00 125,00
Judkowitz, Judd Herman........ 1233 Decatur 8t., Brooklyn, N. Y ..._....... Physician and surgeon....| 1874 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent .. .. 75.00 150. 00
Kaufman, Frank. ..coeroenecceen U. 8. Veterans' Hospital No. 81, Bronx, N. Y.| No pre-war occupation....| 1802 | Permanent total .__.______________ 20, 00 125,00
Keefe, Robt, E.... | 201 Wmhiugton Ave., Kingston, N. Y___.__{ Mechanical engineer..._...| 1805 | Permanent panlnl. 34 per cent.... 24.00 9. 76
Eelly, Columbia F - -eeueeen st"k‘irk mwhl East 143d St., New | Notgiven. ..o oeeeeo .. 1893 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent..._. 30.00 125,00
et G A ] 522 West mth 8t., New York Cit [, 1804 Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 125,00
Km-r. Mathew__ 354 East Moshuln Parkw. ay, New ork City.| ... do-.. 1865 | Per T T T SR L R 100. 00 150, 00
Keyes, Jay Gould...............| 56 East Main 8t., G das, N, Y mm}mm” and | 1880 do.... 200. 00 125,00
Notgiven.....o.eeeeeaeo.. 1885 100. 00 125,00
Student 35. 00 125, 00
i , Syracuse, N. Not given 100. 00 187. 50
fner, Ralph.. 124 East 3lst Et. New York Oit{f" { Physicizn and surgeon. ... 38.00 150. 00
Kliggmll‘.h 218 Mnnlgimal? Bt., Brook!gn Balesman, L. O..___. N 45.00 03 75
122 East 8t., New York Cit Petrolenm engine r, 70, 00 187. 60
minlniglengineer
Konald, Herschell 8. Loomis Sanatarinm, Loomis, N, Y.......... Advertising salesman.__... 100. 00 150. 00
Kraner, Joseph..................| 817 West End Ave., New York Clty ........ No occupation given...... 40,00 125, 00
Kupfer, Chas. m Ditmarr Ave., Astorid, Long Isiand, | Student.......-.-........| 39 per cen 89.00 125. 00
Lamb, Orin R._._-_._....._._... 133 Ww.‘ 72nd St Dentist....cceceevsanann-.| 1888 | Permanent partial, 85 per cent..... 85, 00 125. 00
40 Clairmont Ave., New York Oity Civil 1874 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 150, 00
West Chazy, N. Y. Not given 1885 | Permanent total. .- o-——o-—...... 100,00 93.75
Blil}.hr ]I]ali g, Morningside Drive West, | Press feeder 1883 do.. 150. 00 125,00
ew York
30 Bhepard Avs.. Saranac Lake, N. ¥ Cost clerk 1896 |.....do.. 100. 00 93756
69 Remsen St., Broo , N Physici 1882 Pnrmnmtpnrﬂal,wpwunt.... 50.00 |, 150.00
10 West 56th St New YarI\. Cit; Not given 1893 | Permanent total. . .«oceeoecamanaan 100. 00 150. 00
400 West 60th a: New York Ci Lawyer. 1891 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent.... 45. 00 125,00
Soldiers’ Home, Bsth. 5 G Not given 1886 | Permanent total. . ... o.....o ... 100. 00 125, 00
Hydehk S Y‘\F rth Tonawanda, N, ¥ gh telf]:k"& """""" i& 'Pe{:?:o t partial, 66 t 1600 %Eﬁ
o 'ona rsiclan and surgeon. ... anent par per cent.... 1
1221 Mm:nntlle ’Bnilding, Rochoatw. N. Y| R brakeman.._.... 1805 | Permanent pnrtia]: 40 per cent.... 40. 00 .75
348 Union 8t., Brooklyn, N. Y, Physici 1880 | Per 43 per cent_ ... 43. 00 125,00
U, 8, vst.nrnns' hospil:nl. Bronx, N Y. Not given 1804 | Per 5 e I S LR 20.00 93. 75
Alton, N. Y. ysici {1870 |.... 100.00 | 150.00
178 Wt\shmgtu Ave,, Albany, N. Y 1871 | ‘er t total 100. 00 187. 60
Castle Point, N. Y. Not given | 1884 | do. 20. 00 125.00
465 William 5t., Buffalo, N, ¥ - -ooooooooos actory foreman.......... 1882 | Permanent %ial 83 per unt-_.. £3. 00 125, 00
Brocklyn St. Hospital ﬁmkl,-,-n, N ¥ given 1865 it astemiey 100,00 | 150,00
moﬁm 3‘tgim:{m-cl Avn,, Shipping clerk salesman..| 1808 Permaaant partial, 80 per cent ... 60, 00 .75
MeCrum, Douglas S__ ... 174 Park Ave., Saranac Lake, N, ¥ ___...... Notghvan: oo T o 1803 | Permanant total . _ . _____.___.... 100. 00 125. 00
MeEntyre, Lawrence. .. ..ooee.-. 106 Highland Ave., Ton i 0, 1801 |.__..do .- 100.00 9. 75
McGingan, Lewis G do, 1871 |......do i
125.00
93.75
125, 00
125. 00
50, 00
50. 00
50. 00
93,75
03.75

Martin, Richard

Maslin, Henry...

30 Pine Grove Ave., Kingston, N. Y Not given 1800 | Permanent total. ... __.. ... ......
Oobleskl, N ¥ . o e hini 1884 | Permanent partial, 65 per cent. . .. 00
lsignmud ;ll #ve.. Richville, Ceitle, Long | Outside salesman_...__... 1888 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent._. .. 40.00
220 East 4th 8t,, New York, N. Y. Permanent partial, 33 per cent_. _. &3, 00
3440 Broadway, 'New York b = Per e M 100. 00
UP‘S Veterans' Hospital No “98, Castle | Manager of store__.......1 1884 |____. 100. 00
0
.| 470 Was: wuh St., New York, N. Y ti | 1808 {.___. M0 e e ey 150. 00
Room 1 50 East 42d St., New York City.| Office clerk. 1805 P R A S R e el 100. 00
15;\?% St., care of Phelling Co., New | Student | 1895 |  Permanent partial, 72 per cent....| 7200
ork Cit
P X Bt., Bmklyn, N.Y Not given. i 1867 ' Per total___ 100. 00
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NEW TORE—continued
Proposed
Monthly | monthly
com
Name Address Occupation q;,&h Extent of disability nm‘ nﬁ

now Tyson-

paid |Fitzgerald
bill
M L Albert Wil o e R. F. D. Bouth Al Electrician 1801 | Permanent partial, 57 per cent....| $57. £03. 75
.M;?e};vs Chas, Bm!th __________ 4200 White Plains Ave., B NN I outside. ..oeae-- 1803 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent____| 50. 125.00
i Lioyd 121 Henry St., Brooklyny N. Y....-ouoecns Not given_ 1894 | P 150, 93,75
o el T 331 West 24th BtﬂNsw ork City.. lor 1890 | Permanent al, 58 per cent..._ 58, 9. 75
wuef'"ém. Hoss. oo Potts Memorial Hospital, Livingston, N, ¥ .| Not gIven ----o.ooo-oooos | 1884 | Permanent total. . ...-........oo" 100, 125.00
Miller, Harold A . . oceeuee | 1081 Anderson Ave., Bronx, New York City| Stodent. 1893 partial, 55 per cent.. .. 55. 125,00
Milton, Lndd Michael... ......| 633 University Bn.lldln? Byracuse. N. Y.._.| Physician and surgeon....| 1860 | Permanent partial, 40 ) er cent._.._ 40. 187. 50
B T T L [ — Box 5, Pine eeesesnenoneneean VolOrinary surgeon........ 1867 | Permanent 79 per cent.... 79. 125.00
Montgomery, Howard S 8321 B g,Y Glens Falls, N, Y... 1890 | Per partial, 40 per cent._ ... 40, 125,00
Moon, Basil....ocecenaenaacas 58 West 89th 8t., New York Cityeeeeemeeaao Inspector, fire insurance...} 1883 |._.__ 40. 1K7. 50
Moore, Floyd H... 134 North Wasbtnsim St., Herkimer, N Physic 1890 Pnrmnnent pu.rth.l 90 per cent... - 90. 125. 00
Morse, John- D.__. Thendara, N, Y NNJ;:M 1881 100, 3. 75
Alulrean, e 405 West 50th St., Nye, N. Y. 1803 Parmanent parr,lnl 30 per cent.... 30. 03. 75
Murphy, Peter J.eene--—- Ca’ll‘gomeA fents, State and 2d Sts.,, | Foreman, construetion....| 1873 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent. .. 75 93.75
¥,
Murtha, Wm. Henry. 3723d Bt., N Fslls. N Lt o i Student.........cccceeeeeo| 1806 | Parmanent partial, 40 per mt._.- 63. 75
Neary, Edw. Jos.... Ditm‘a}m Ave,, East, Elmhurst, Long Island, | Retail dealer, general stores| 1892 | Permanent partial, 54 per cent_ .. 93.75
Neelands, Ralph_ ... 2862 Marion Ave., Bronx, N. Y.......-.....| Not given 1893 | Per t total - 1 03.75
Nemsen, A 950 6th Ave., South, Brool y N X Physici 1805 | Permanent ﬁrﬂisl 50 per cent.... 125. 00
Neville, Wm. Harry..._. B Williams 8t., Auburn, N. Y. ._.cciccacacas Notgiven ._____._........| 1876 | Permanent total___________.._____ 1 150. 00
Nial, Thos. Matthew. 20 West 42d 8t., New York City- Student 1894 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ... 125. 00
i,uhols Geo m Pearl St. New York Citﬁ, csnemnasa| INSUrance broker.......... 1881 | Permanent ial, 31 per cent.... 150. 00
Nietz, Adolph H_....-___"2_"]| 55 Harding Rd., P:l:ﬂ pher, ' chemiist,’| 1680 | Permanent fotal-.. -o-o--oo 120 1 12500
nf veloper.

Norman, Seaton. ...cemecemeeeess 157Y g:s‘l Ctltm 8t., Hotel Manhattan, New | Physieian. .. -ocoeeeeeeeeo- 1861 | Permanent partial, 87 per cent....| 187, 50

Q'Connell, Franeis. ...oeeeemenen 2440 Univmity Ave. New York, N. Y_.... Notgiven .o eeeeeeeee 1806 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 3.7

0'Connor, Richard B. 202 Marine Ave., Bay Rld%Mklm ..... Business exporter. ... 1891 | Permanent partial, 69 per cent_. ..
Oring, Nelson M. oo oommoeeeo. 120 Alsae Ave., ﬁ wsesssmms-a----| Mpchanical engineer, mas- | 1 Permanent partial, 44 per cent. ...
o

Osborn, Chas. W...ccceeesasz---| Bellport, N. ¥ Permanent partial, 34 per cent....
Parker, Partis F._.. Brooklyn
Parks, 'Paul Blaine 117 West ssth VAL New Tork city
Robt.__ 765 54th St., Brooklyn, N. Y.
Plohl, fohi, Harold - 74 Huntington Ave', Buffalo,
Philbin, Jos. A 24 Franklin Ave Snmmm
Reese, o 2241 Pierce Ave., Nlaaara Falls, N. Y Pe partial, 45 per cent_. ..
Reid, Hen 1219 Main St., Buffalo, N. Per t partial, 80 per cent. ...
Reynolds, 137 Riverside Drive, New York City Permanent total - - _-.....ooon
Rice, Marcus H_-.........--.... 148 Flower Ave. W W e
Riordan, JohnJ___ .| 89 B yo, N. Y Por t partial, 38 per cent....
Robinson, Arthur. 244 West 11th St., New York City partial, 35 per cent .. _.
Rogers, John P 211 Barrett 8t., Syracuse, N Yoo ’ermanentwt-nl ..................
R ,*BmedictM i 386 Clay Ave. “ gi partial, 48 per cent. ...
nberg, Lo 285 mklyn. Y......| Boldier, sailor, marine.____| 1886 Permanent partial, 31 per cent. ...
Beymour, Lewis__ .o ﬁlzofao o8 Trust Co. Building, Binshsm N AT o e ] 1863 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.._._|
Shanghnessy, Paul F____________| 46th and Sackett Sts., Brooklyn, N. Y Not given 1805 | Permanent total __________ . ...
Ehaw, Wm e e e RATR R Dal.iver{‘; Pu o2 B Eeeied Clergy do.
Sheehan, Walter B.. Buffalo Athletic Club, Buffalo, N. Y St’"ﬂ"'
Shelley, Wm. 8_.__ Buifalo State Bospitsj, Buffalo, N. Y___.___ Not.gm .................
Sheidan, 17-8later Ave,, Saranac Lake, N. Y
Smeallie, James D_ 1590 Market St., Amsterdam, N. Y. do
Smith, Charles P. O. box 139, Y e No rF-t'e-wmn- oceupation. ...
Emith, Lee Roy... R. F. D. No. 8, Hamburg, N. Y_____ Soldier
bmith Russell G.. Presbyterian Enspltal, 70th and Madison | Secretary.ccoccacaccancnns
ity.
Smith, Wingate C. E..JTomaee -] 285 Madison Ava - New York City. Btud
Waverly, N. Dentist
2640 East lath 8t., Brooklyn, N. Yeo....... Not given.. o oeeaas t
19 1st St., N. Ci ngin 1886 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent....
Ave, New York City.._...__._ Secretary . ..ecceeeeceen--| 1883 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent....
Ca;_e ga.fynolds, 440 Madison Ave, Ne Stenographer e ce e caeeanaa] 1897 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent....
or] Y.
Epony comimemeesneseesnen| 1008 Gates Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y............! Railroad clerk ... 1806 | Permanent partial, 58 per cent....|
Bt.i:es. Page Van Hensselaer..... Hcé:ﬁl Devon, 70 West 55th St., New York | Traveling auditor.........| 1872 | Permanent pnrtlsl. 50 per cent....
Btons] Henry 0. eeseaeameeaeess mqutYMmh PL., 8t. George, Staten Island, | Btudent 1900 | Permanent total. ... .c.eeueeananas
Stout, Wh...eeeeeerrncnnamnesse| R: ¥. D. No. 1, Angola, N Soldier, 1880 Pelmmnt partial, 50 per cent. ..
Etmrbridign, Robt. W, jr.. 17 East 49th 8t., Room Nsw York City. t 1801 | Per partial, 33 per cent_._.
Btraley, Jno. Alonzo.... 28 Nassau St., New York LY eeeinerae—--| Balesman of service ... 1804 Perm.amm partial, 40 per cent.__.
E John Me 245 Madison Ave., New York City— —---..| Farmer, li 1893 t partial, 42 per cent....
. M.... Umf oé mClt dent H. A , New | No pre-war occupation....| 1877 Permanent partial, 30 per cent....
or]
Sulﬁvan, Jereminh M. 222 East 75th Bt., New York City__..___..__. Notgiven. . ... .ooooooic..|

Bullivan, Dan 115 Robinson SI'.. Norl.h Tunamrln, N. AL
Sutton, 8| 166 Valley Stream R , Larchmont, N. Y___| Insurance agent.. =
Taylor, Geo. T. Box 97, Briarcliff Ms.uor, < D PSRN ) } Not giveno oo .. s
:f“;lﬁf Jos 0. tﬁ 8. \ﬁetﬁrs;:{n’ﬂospit&l. Oastle Point,N. Y_| . 5 !

eépell Frank A .. __.__ 1isse | Not given. -| 1870 partial, cent.___
Thom] illiard C 36 Brinkerhoff St., Plat N Y ! £ 1866 -’ammmt total._____ W .........
Tilghman, Chas 101Columbia Heights, Brooklyn, N. ¥...... | Shipping clerk............| 1830 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent..._
Tuck, John Beonett ____________ mw Dsl] Memorial Building, Syracuse, | Lawyer 1868 | Per t partial, 40 per cent....
Twitchell, Ralph 8. .. __.__...... 353 Clmbon Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y_._._.._____| Not given. 1890 | Per t thtal. ..
Tymeson, Chas. Prindle. ..._._. B E ss: Main St.. Johnston, N. Y Mechani or..._..| 1803 do.
Vinoe oA 60 Maple Ave., Saratoga. smfgaYN ¥ Mot g T Lo

o8, Edw. H. .ol va ..... ven o 5

Waleott, Bernard C. 62 Mm-mdg B Production manager. ..... 1895 | Permanent partial, 72 per cent____|
Walker, Geo....._. 820 O St., Fulton, N, Y _________________ Rigger steel...___| 1884 | Permanent pnrtla], 42 per cent.___|
Warner, Russell A 1155 Avon Rd., Schenectady, N. Y__._......| Electrical engineer_._.....| 1887 | Permanent partial, 52 per cent..._
Warren, Edw, R... 286 Rosedale St., Rochester, N, Y. Permanent partial,
Watkins, Rex E Box 81, Sal

Webber, John Danfel__

Wells, LeRoy
Wheeler, Wm. D

‘Whiniban, Sylvester............}

o {
St., Astoria, Long lsiand,

oXe
740 Elmwood Ave., Buffalo. N. ¥...........

Permanent partial, 35 per cent. ...

e
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

KEW YORE—continued
Monthly | moathly
eompen-

Name Address Occupation %’h Extent of disability sation u?gurr
now Tyson-
paid  |Fitzgerald

bill
‘William, John Marshall..__..... White Falls, N. Y Not given 1885 | Permanent total. ... ccveeun. $55. 00 75
Williams, Jas. Fo_ oo 382 Vermont St., Buffalo, N. Y__. £ 18 | Permanent partlal,mpermt____ R0, 00 ”&7&
Williams, Thos. Edw. 58h d 8t., N.Y. do. 1896 | Permanent total. . ___....__.____ 100. 00 3. 76
Wittack, Henry..oceeeemaneeena-| Rt. N{ . 4, Hemstead Garden, Long isiand, | Salesman, advertising.....| 1878 | Permanent pamal. 83 per cent.... £3, 00 #83.75
Wolcott, C. C JM ic Temple, Bata N.Y FPhysician 1802 Permnnant partial, 85 per cent_._. 65, 00 150. 00
Wood, % _________________ 12 Midland Ave., Bronxville, N. ¥ooo...... Electrical engi 1801 & partial, 40 per cent_. .. 40, 00 150, 00
Woodell, cm Edw. - N‘ﬂg‘“‘ N Y e rmaem o=t DAIDING ODEINON. ... 1883 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent_ ... 34. 00 150, 00
Woodward, Harold C 938 8t. Ni Ave., New York City. Broker 1880 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent_... 75.00 187. 50
Woolford, Austin W____ 30 Bank St., New York Cit ty. Reporter 1894 x eI partia], ﬂl per cent. ... 61.00 03.75
Woolsklager, John | R Castorland, N. ¥ . _...__.. lor - 1886 t partial, 72 per cent. . .. 7200 125.00
Zuckerman, S 1530 Nelson Ave., Bronx, N, Yaaueccmaaaan Physician and surgeon....| 1887 Parmanant partial 42 per cent. . .. 42,00 125,00

NORTH CAROLINA

Itman, Berkele: 1')________._.._ Weaverville, N. O occooicooacacacinnananss Bolicltor for bank ... ____. 1800 | Permanent total .. ... .coeoooooo. £150. 00 803,78
A U. 8. Veterans’ Hospital, Oteen, N. C._____| Stenographer . ... 1890 | ____do.. - 100.00 93,75
87 Westwood Pl., West Ashamie, N. O..._] Not given 1868 do__ 100. 00 150. 00
Asheville, N. C. 'Rt. No. 1 tly gt 1884 | A I 130. 00 125.00
Balesman 1863 | Per t » 87 per cent____ 37,00 93. 756
General delivery, Obarlotte, N. O Not given 1889 | Per 40l ek di ] 55.00 125.00
Louisville, N. C_ _ .o P 5 1880 | Per t partial, 65 per cent..._ 5. 00 187. 50
808 East 3d St., Charlotte, 8. O...-.--.-.... Gas and steam fitter__....| 1802 Permanant partial, 30 per cent.... 39. 00 150. 00
Hendersonville, N. C... tective 1885 | Permanent partial, 51 per cent_ ... 51.00 125, 00
Lalgayétte Bank & Trust Oo., Fayetteville | Printer .................... 1888 | Permanent partial, 74 per cent.... 74.00 125,00
Byrd, Napoleon Leon Raleigh, N. O., 100 Idlewild Ave_..... 150.00 [ 125.00
Caddell, Geo. W__. 0.8 Q'.‘ l?itpitﬂ' teen, N. C 100. 00 98.75
Caldwell, Joseph H 621 Proiessional Building, Charlotte, 100, 00 125, 00
Camp, Earl Fr Newland, N. O.. 40, 00 93.75
Chaflin, Otto Ray.. U. B. Veterans' Hospita] Ot.aen, 5. oy b BASE 100. 00 93.75
Cheshire, James Web 802 Hillsboro St., Raleigh, N. C.___.. """ 3100 125,00
Olark, EIHobL B, oo s s Weldon, N Permanent partial, 38 per cent. ... 38.00 125. 00
Daniels, Thomas 95 Park St., anberry o B ¢ S e Permanent pmtnl, 85 per cent.... 85. 00 125,00
Dawson, Fred Carh 1. §. Veterans’ Hospital No. 60, Oteen, N, C. Permanent total. ... ... 100. 00 3. 75
Dodge, William Waldo 20 Woodunx Rd., Asheville, N o peka do 100. 00 93.76
Dunn, William.____._. P. 0. Box 15, Rocky Mount, N. O.......... Permanent parli.nl, 40 per cent_ ... 40, 00 125,00
Fnsign, Chester O.. 243 Nm‘th Cemar 8t., smmvms, N.C Permanent (0tal--wevewmeevmemaoen 100. 00 125. 00
Fraser, Abner L___. 150. 00 150. 00
George, Jobn 008 Biltmors Ave., Ashevilie, 1,0 Permanmt parilal i3 per cent. -_| 4200 | 187.80
Forrest City, N, C Per mui, percent_...| 60.00 |  150.00
Hamilton, eeameammeses| GTOVvement, Swannanos, N. C Permanent total . ... ... 175.00 187. 50

Hooks, -rﬁu Smithfield, N. O Physicia Permanent partial, 61 per cent....| 61.00 | 150,
Norman E P. 0. Box 471, Goldsboro, N. Covvvrecncnnas Cleaner and removator, | 189« | Permanent partial, 46 per cent..__|  50.00 93.75
Rosebank, Albemarle Park, Asheville, N. C.| Lawyer... 100. 00 187. 50
U. 8. Veterans' Hospital No. 60, Oteen, N. O.| Civil engineer..... ... 100. 00 3. 75
Tryon, N. C Real estate salesman. . 100. 00 150. 00
go Mg{limnac Ad\;;; Rt.1, A%hen!ls, N. 0.... ?ﬁ’,’.ﬁf} ................... 19 100. 00 125. 00
AYW uil an t al, 65 per cent____ 64. 00 125. 00
820 Pro!esslonal Buhdlng, Charlotte, N. O do 1877 74. 00 150. 00
Charlotte, N. C__ 1886 67.00 150. 00
Law Buﬂﬁtns. Charlotte, N. C. 1881 68, 00 125.00
Care of Dr. James J. Dickee, Pine Crest 1896 100. 00 125. 00

Manor, Sonthern Pines, N. C.

Lutz, James Augustus. ... U.8. Vewmns Hospital, "Oteen, N. C __.___ Mechanical engineer 1891 35.00 125, 00
acpherson, Geo. 8 .| 18 Cor Apartments, Asheville, N. O_ Physiclan.._........ 1865 100. 00 150. 00
Mcmiie, e T I ST 14 Johnson Boulevard, Asheville, N. > Sl Salesman ... 1884 |..... do 100. 00 187, 50
MeCullen, Alphets. .- .oooooo. Rockingham, N, C., P. 0. Box 318__....___. Not given__.___.__..____.. 1856 |27 B0 i D o g 100.00 |  187.50
MeIntosh, Donald M- _.__.._. 100. 00 150. 00
MelIntosh, Leland C...ceaeeene. 150. 00 150. 00
Manion, James K. - ... 100.00 |  125.00
Marshburn, James A. s t 0 100. 00 125. 00
Miller, Wm. Maeck . oooomooaeaoas Arﬁmtina. Washington Coﬁnts'. Charlotte, | Millwright. ...ccaeecaaac. 1808 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 89. 00 .75
Mills, John David. . -.cccecuecnas 60 Montford, Asheville, N. C. ..ol Not given....._. 1889 | Per o b e e 100. 00 3. 75
Montgomery, Chas. G _........ 1809 East 8th St., Charlotte, N. C I nee salesman. . ... 1879 | Permanent partial, 36 per cent.... 36. 00 150. 00
Montgomery, Chas. M___ _| St. Joseph Sanatorium, Asheville, N. O...__ Physi 1876 | Permanent total. ... ........ 150. 00 150. 00
Nance, Alexander W . 32214 North Fryar Bt., Chm‘lotte. N C ..... Btudent: e 1892 Pemmnant partial, 40 per cent. ... 40. 00 125. 00
Peterson, Geo. . ... Clinton, N. C t total 100. 00 187. 50
Poate, Ernest M. Southern Pines, N, C : 100. 00 125, 00
Pratt, Joseph Hyde Chapel Hill, N, C..ocoia o ana = do 100. 00 250, 00
Rhodes, Adrian Burb, 115 South 7th 8t., Wilmington, Permanent partla] 8percent....| $200| 12500
Beflord, Ernest J . Myers Parl .Ghnriotta.N N al, 85 per cent. ... 85. 00 150. 00
Shepherd, Grant Linw Lo tlai 50 per cent. ... 50,00 150. 00
Bhnpp Roy 33 National Ave., Newbern A Petmanent partlat. 57 per cont. 57,00 125.00
ear, John Klu 509 North Poxlnr 8t., Cha:fotte. N. 0. 2. Per t partial, 55 per cent._ 55.00 | 125.00
Smni: Robert Lee. 48 Pearl St., Asheville, N. C-__.._.____._... Permanent partial, 59 percent___.| 50,00 |  150.00
Bmith, Worflett S_. Scotland Neck N.C. ‘ermnsnt partial, 33 per cent.__. 33. 00 125,00
ett, Orvil Le Grand. 128 Woodrow Ave.. Asheville, N. C Per Efota) Sl o e 100. 00 1506, 00
van, Claude H.._.... 712 Hawthorne Lane, Charlotte, N. C. Per partial, 48 per cent.... 48.00 125. 00
Tharnburg, Zebulon B. South Union 8t., Concord N ............ !’erm.ment parﬁsl 62 per cent. ... 62. 00 125,00
Tinsley, omas C_____ 525 East Nash St Wilson, N. C____.._____= 150. 00 125. 00
Van Meter, Benjamin . U S\rqit&'au ’HospimND ﬂﬂ.Oteen N.C__| 40. 00 187. 50
Wallace, John Whitlock.. ---| Btatesville, N. s 100, 00 93. 75
Washington, Bushrod.... . U.8. Veteran.s Hnsmtal No. 60, Oteen, N. O .| No occupation given......| 100. 00 125.00
Watson, Andrew J. B_. R [ e L AT T Not g{vnn 100. 00 125, 00
‘Westhafer, Edison K._. U. 8. S Modoe, Wilmington, N. C Physici 1878 | Permanent partlnl, 65 per cent._._ 65. 00 187. 50
Wetzler, Barty - - o caeaicianoo U. B. Veterans' Hmpltnl No. Gﬁ.Dtoau N.C. cml:ai mles. heavy com- | 1894 | Permanent total.____.__._______.. 100. 00 125. 00
‘Whitefield, Fitzhugh Les.-.--... Permanent partial, 44 per cent__._ 44. 00 150. 00
n, H Permanent total.... .. ... ... 100. 00 187. 50
Woodley, Saml 8..__ Per t partial, 90 per cent_...|  90.00 03.75
Wright, William F Per partial, 40 per cent 40. 00 125. 00
Yuunxblood, Le Per T R S T 100. 00 125. 00
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NORTH DAKOTA

monthly
com pa
Name Address COecupation Extent of disability mtﬁ:. und%t
now Tyson-
paid  |Fitgerald |
bill
i Alfmd L, £ B 1003 9th Ave. South, Fargo, N. Dak.________ Veterinary surgeon. Permanent partial, 30 per cent....| $30.00 $08.75
s, ey bl *| 1193d Ave. South, Jamestown, N. Dak. ... Sal Permanent partial, 40 percent....| 40.00 | @.75
Gnrﬂeid Roy o PRSP .| General delivery, Grand Fnrks. N.Dak._.... Student. ... Per partial, 30 per cent. .. 30,00 125,00
Mabher, Harry Ellsworth__ .| 8% Roberts f:t. Fargn ~Dak. .. Auto Permanent 50 per cent. ... 50. 00 125. 00
Patiser, PAt M. «oreooioooes| Cnre of City Hall, Fargo, N. Dak......-.... Coach, athlete Per partial, 30 per cent___.|  39.00| .75
Selmes, ‘mm, e 215 34 St., Bismark, N. Dak.___.___ 77 N Permanent total...______________| | 100.00 187. 50
Sgutt, E e .| Fargo, N. Dak Permanent partial, 71 per cent.... 71.00 .75
Dickmmn Dak Permapent togal .. _.._._.........] 150.00 03.75
0, Box 12, “Arthur, N. Dak... Permanent partial, 77 per cent.... 77.00 125.00
manager.
P. O. Box M7, Devils Lake, N. Dak________| Ra%nsrdlg aknd computing Per total ... 100. 00 98.75
office clerk.
Hottnper, . DK ... . - oenceins o et Physician partial, 50 per cent.... 50.00 125.00
| 1115 8th St., Fargo, N, Dak_- { Civil owiioion partial, 54 percent._..|  5.00| 125.00
OHIO
A, W SD o i o ! 5 Bmulway Bedford, Ohio........o.-.... Not given.....oeeeieeen-s Permanent total . .___.___.__.._ §120.00 |  $08.75
Bail, Frank W_ o comeaannnia Oh Woodmered Drive, Cleveland Heigh Ar Partial temporary, 85 per cent. ... 85. 00 125. 00
Barlow, Alfred M____..cooanae Stop 45, Avon Lake, Lorain, Ohio. ... Permanent partial, 55 per cent. ... 55,00 125. 00
Barnard, Ben). C.. 133 Linden St Alliance, Ohio.__ Partial temporary, 66 per cent__._ 68. 187. 50
Barry, Jobn B oooiomnins 557 Yankee Rd., Middletown, Ohio_-.-—____ Per £ 100,00 | 12500
Barton, Jesse M ... ... 423 Elm 8t., Martens Terry, Ohlo_._..__...| Notgiven.... ... _.....] 1888 | @0...icociaoooocccaiaccaaz 100. 00 3. 75
G 147 West ]!‘irst Ave Colum'hus. Ohio. _ Permanent partial, 30 per cen! 30. 00 150. 00
1 Winslow Rd,Shakew Heights, O Permanent mrtmi,nwwn 73.00 125. 00
Etate Hospital , Ohio____.__. 100. 125, 00
1122 Brighton Blvd., Zanesvilie, O] 4200 | 125.00
2700 Glemay Price Hill, Cincinnati, Ohio-__ 100. 00 93,75
Avon Lake, Ohio Permanent pnrtlal 56 per cent. 55.00 125.00
Rt. No. 11, Lockland, Ohio_. Per partial, 64 per cent.... 064. 00 125. 00
2520 Bell Pl .» Cincinnati, Ohio Permanent total . _____ ... __ooeeee 100. 00 150. 00
5 v Ave., Athens, Ohio Permanent partial, 78 per cent.... 79. 00 125. 00
‘West 0th 8t., Cincinnati, Ohio Permanent partial, 50 per cent_.__ 50. 00 125.00
128 East 5th 8t., Chlniwthe. (97117 RS Permanent partial, 46 per cent.... 46. 00 125. 00
522 North Madriver St. Bellefontaine, Ohio. Permanent partial, 60 per cent__._ 60. 00 125. 00
432 East Columbus i\m Bellefontaine, Permanent psmal. 75 per vent__._ 75.00 150, 00
Carter, Wm. Corwin.__.____....]| H 9"‘. Chﬂllmthﬁ Ohi0..eeeeernneeernnnea-| Notgiven .. ............| 1670 | Permanent total. ... ... ___.] 100. 00 125. 00
Christo 'y HAITy ... -| 16 West. High St., London, ONi0__ - oweee. Ph Parmamnt partlnl 50 per cent.... 50. 00 140,00
Clark, John Wm. . --| Oak Hill, Permanent total . ... ... 100, 00 125.00
Cornell, > =5 NewCutle. OBI r.otal ................. 100. 00 150, 00
Colter. Johm. oo oonrn Ceglmy 08. antinm! Military Home, Parmanant partial, 39 per cent..__ 39. 00 93.75
I}"m 5
Crawiord, Lewis O.....ceeens--.| Shrave, o N e e s e EL S RN S8 30.00 | 125,00
Curley, ﬁmy O eocaennacanane-| 218 Maple Bt., Massillon, Obio . ...commaaaaa Permamt partial, 44 per cent. ... 44.00 150. 00
Davis, Howard H. o cceenoeeeeeas 1730 West 25th 8t., Cleveland, Ohio Permanent partial, 50 per cent_.__ 50. 00 150. 00
Delatush, A . .eie--..| Lebanon, Ohio. - Permanent partial, 38 per cent..__ 38.00 150. 00
Dix, Charles Carey... 2063 East 96th St., Cleveland, Ohio___.____. Permanent partial, 30 per cent.___ 30, 00 93.75
Dolphin, James B.__.. lmhi;}nion Trust Building, Cleveland, | Stodent Permanent partial, 60 per cent.__. 60. 00 125, 00
Edwards, Mnlenlm Ww. 62 North Main St., Ashtabula, Ohio Civil engi | Permanent partial, 55 per cent.._. 55.00 125. 00
Ford, William Oggﬁddm and Sailors Home. Erie Co., | Not glven.. .o oomreaeaenee I FPermanent partial, 35 per cent____ 85,00 93.75
Funk, Perry Jefferson.. R. F. D. 8, Box 1, Tiffin, Seneca, Ohio._____| Tool dresser, oil well | Permanment total_ . _.....cocmeuenn. 100, 00 125, 00
Gage, John Gray. ... 161 South Main L. 8t., Akmn. Ohlo.zn o Physici | Per t total .. 100,00 [ 12500
Gaumer, R. 209 Hartman B umh Ohlo..-- Boldler._ . ol .o | Permanent partial, 44 per eent....|  44.00 125. 00
Gill, Willlam C___. Shore Time Stog Emﬁid Physi | Permanent partial, 69 per cont____ 69. 00 18.75
Gordon, E. J.___ 394 East Town 5t., ollnnbus Ohin do Permanent partial, 756 per cent____ 75.00 187. 50
Griffin, Oliver H. .- ..ceeeneen-- 2724 Westerville ttmhun. Ohlo__.... M: , ProK Permanent 50 per cent.. .. 50. 00 08.75
Grisner, Walter U. B. vet A husp ital, Chillicothe, Ohio_.| Stud Permanent total. -ccoaeoocncaniod] 100. 00 93, 5
Griswold, Glenn E. ceeeeeeeeee. 1?gm%mt 85th Bt., suite No, 1, Cleveland, | Lawyer.. . ........_.| 1874 |.___. do 100. 00 125,00
Haefele, George. ... oo 1520 Clark Bh, Cleveland, Ohio_. Not given FPermanent partial, 50 per cent_... 50. 00 125. 00
Hanabergh, Frank John__ 2224 Adams Ave,, Norwood, Ohio..........| Salesman, outside Permanent partial, 30 per cent_.__| 30. 00 187. 50
6520 Center 8t., Ironton, Ohio.___________.__._ clerk t parti B86. 00 125. 00
132 East 6th Ave., Columbus, Ohio. 75.00 125, 00
1774 Bummeth Ave., Co]umlms Ohfo._-.... 30. 00 187, 50
1054 East Heigh, St Sglrlns&a.ld Ohio____._. 50. 00 125. 00
! 410 East Ohio Gas Buil ng, Cleveland, Ohio 53.00 93. 75
2843 Coleridge Rd., Cleveland Helghts, "Ohio 56. 00 125. 00
Bullitt Park Plaou. Columbns, Ohio. 60. 00 150. 00
1443 East 82d Bt., Cleveland, Ohio 58, 00 150. 00
7th 8t., Sycamore, Ohio 100. 00 125.00
Office of secretary sr.ntion, Columbus, Ohilo. = 100. 00 03.75
16800 Bt. Clair Ave. e‘ninnd. Ohio Electrician Per partinl, 61 per cent____ 61.00 150. 00
701 Summit St., Toledo, Oh Physiei £ partial, 50 per cent_._.|  50.00 | 187.50
223 North Main St., K(mton. Ohio ol [ B E'ermananl: T e b e 150. 00 150. 00
- AJexandria; ORloC oo ool L« [ P A R S Permanent partial, n per cent .. .. 52,00 150. 00
166 North 21st 8t., Columh Ohio. aiter. | Permamnt mrﬁal per cent ... 34.00 125.00
755 East Market 8 s e Real estate dealer | 100. 00 125, 00
s Ml Ko Mo O ot | Eemn e EEEn T 68 0o
ox olum SRS ar | Permanent parth per cent....
I South Kensingion Rd., Columbus, Ohio . Permanent total. .. .. _...c.. 150,00 150. 00
| ﬁﬂﬁFDmt Ave.l\eorwoad. )il o Nopmwsrmwﬁon.... Permanent partial, 75 per cent._. .. 75. 00 125.00
1126 North Fountain Ave Bpringfield, Ohio do.... Permanent na.rml 35 per cent. ... 35.00 150. 00
113 West Walnut 8t., Lancaster, Ohio___.... Not given Permanent total ._._____.____..__. 100. 00 150. 00
13022 Elm Ave., East vaeland, Ohio_ Fi , factory-.. 85.00 150. 00
1102 Oak 8t., Columbus, Ohio_- ... Baker._...... 35.00 93,75
41 Walnut 8t., Struthers, Ohio. Bal 33. 00 3. 75
1956 East 101st St., Cleveland, Ohio._ Vi 50. 00 125. 00
3742 Lakewood Ave., Toledo, Ohio. Not given 100, 00 125.00
787 Milwaukee Ave., Columbus, Ohio_._.__. Student.._....... 150. 00 93.70
331 East Cherry 8t., Columbus, Ohio Not given 100. 00 125.05




4776 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE Marcu 15

on10—continued
Proposed
Monthly | monthly
Birth SOIpet:| - DRy
Name Address Occupation year Extent of disability sal Tt:lndet
now 'yson-
paid  |Fitzgerald
bill
L Wm. Jos. .ooooooo veemsesn-| Care of World Products Trading Co., 274 | Geologist........ 2ee--===--| 1884 | Permanent partiai, 45 cent....| $45.00 %
. Rockefeller Building, Oleveland, Ohio. hy S o
Litty, John Charles.......------.| 94 East Green 5t., S8alem, Ohio__. - -eeeeee P&Wydm&oﬂ dipper, | 1805 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent.__. 44.00 03.75 '
Long, Robert L. 245 Earnshaw Ave., Cincinnati, Ohio ......-| Not given._ .. occooeeeeeo --] 1879 | Permanent total . . _ .. o.oo.. 100, 00 150. 00
Mekiroy, Jos. B 32 Maysville Ave,, Zanesville, Ohio & 1883 |..._do 100,00 | 150.00
McKeon, Joseph 52(1 Conl::ﬁnilhn gnst 46th 8t., Prospect | Draftsman 1894 | Perm t partial, 50 per cent.... 50. 00 125, 00
AL
M{;Nernay, Jos. Dennis. . cveee-- 275 South Grand Ave., Columbia, Ohio.....| Physieian...___.__...._..| 1893 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.. .. 30. 00 125. 00
MocNieal, Lester B. . ..ocancecaeae-| P. 0. Box 535, East Liver , Ohio... ... Balesman, outside.. ... 1893 Panmmsnt m}a} 56 per cent.... 56, 00 93,75
MecVey, 'Edward Forest_._... ~~_| U. 8. veterans’ hospital, Chillicothe, Ohio._| Physicl 1882 | Per R = 125,00
Majoewsky, Leo R ceeecanmnnnaz ﬂdWa:ttl‘Jg: 8t., Lancaster Building, Cin- |.eee 0 cameeeeeoaanao.....| 1888 | Permanent partial, 67 per cent..__ 67.00 125, 00
fulksl
Marey, Glenn Henry. ... Citlﬁens Bmkms & Trust Co., Conneaut, | Not given....oocceceacae-. 1861 | Permanent total ... oo .. -l 150.00 093.75
Marquiss, Chas. Rubers______. .| Care of Toledo Edison Co., Toledo, Ohio..._| Salesman, outside.........| 1886 | Permanent partial, 65 per cent.... 65,00 125.00
Mm“, Hm Fred National Boldlqrs Home, Dayton. Ohio..... Blacksmith, railroad...... 1880 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent.... 60, 00 187, 50
iller, Harry T .o e ---| 220 East High St., Springfield, Ohio_.......| Physician. 1866 | Per t partial, 89 per cent...__ £9. 00 150. 00
Mﬂla. W altu Tnoiicsl 4 Pearson Court, Troy, Ohio School h 1892 | Permanent partial. 42 per cent. ... 42 00 125. 00
oody, Robert R ... 405 Liberty bt., Painesville, Ohio. Draftsman -===| 1886 Perm.ment partial, 50 percent_... 50. 00 125.00 '
Moore, Robert G_.... 8428 Wiswell A\'a.. Ha.rtwell, 7)1 R R Machinist______ ... 1897 | Per %)nrtla! per cent.... 56, 00 3. 75
Mosley, Robert A....__...._..__| National Military Home, Dayton, Ohio_....| Mechanical engineer....._| 1853 Permanent total. ..........._. 100. 00 150. 00
Musgrave, Chas. A___....._...__| 61514 3d 8t., Defiance, Ohio.._________. Dentist_____ 1877 | Per t partial, 64 per cent._ ... B4. D0 150, 00
Oldham, ka[ph s - i e R Cimkrof s%\;]?se depot, Miller Rubber Co., | Student 1806 | Per t partial, 35 per cent.._. 35, 00 93. 75
o, 0.
Owens, Otto James. .ccoveeecna- 209 East Federal 8t., Youngstown, Ohio.--- Physician, surgeon 1873 | Per t partial, 50 per cent....| 50. 00 125. 00
Owey, Frank Johnson 2129 Easter Ave., Cincinnati, Ohio.__ do. Permanent total --=-| 100.00 150, 00
Ovyler, Frank Lee_____..____ 2494 Steale Ave., Colmnbus, Ohio..-.e------| Bawyer, cirenlar._.........| 1869 |._... do o] 100.00 150. 00
Peinert, Earl Tra¥. . cooocceeanan 156 Wilson Ave., Columbus, Ohio Phy g 1891 Permaneut partial, 44 per cent____ 50. 00 125. 00
Pirrung, Joseph E.......... -=-==| 1218 Walnut 8t., Cmcimm_ti Ohio._. ...dl‘.l 1883 , 35 percent._._. 85,00 187. 50
Ragor, Charles A ... 921 Woodlawn Aw Lincmnatl. Ohlp:.__._ o 0 2, DN N 1888 Permmnnt i el el s 100. 00 63. 75
Rank, John Elmer. ........- AEIT RtOhlj\lo 9, care of J. C. Rank, Van Wert, |.....do__....---... el Al 1801 |__L_. do. 100. 00 93. 75
Ransbottom, Ivah J._._.. s Coldwnter. Ohfo-_ ..o Physician 1869 do. 150. 00 125. 00
Replogle, Geo. Brown .| astgm oodbridge Rd., Cleveland Heights, | School-teacher. 1894 do. 100. 00 150, 00
Roberts, Henry D_...__.....__--| 812 Westwood Ave., Dayton, Ohio.____..... Boiler maker. 1882 do_... 100. 00 125. 00
Rob Ju][us Chas 1553 Bel Rd., East Clevgland, Ohjo.....| Btudent... 1898 | Per t partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 93.75
Rock, LayMn: ..o ieeeiaian 328 East Court 8t., Urbana, Ohio- .. Soldier 1861 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent ... 50. 00 125. 00
Roe, Al]en Perk]ns..__........-- 618 North Wayne St Pequa, Ohio. Machinist 1892 | Permanent partial, 49 per cent.... 40,00 93.75
Rogers, Geo, B oooeoceaaas 1475 Linecoln Ave., Lakew o OO 2o | Phohtgtuaphio hﬂ:ens tester, | 1800 | Permanent partial, 41 per cent..._ 41. 00 125. 00
photographer.
Rondebush, Jas. F.. Newtonville, Ohio. . ..._....... St“f‘-’""f 1896 t partial, 35 per cent.... 35, 00 93.75
Rowe, Jas, Wm.....__.._......-| 20 West 9th S Cincinnati, Ohlo.....cuz..| Physician. . oo ... 1860 Permanent partial, 61 per wnt.-.. 61. 00 187. 50
Hyan, Feande. il o s 10832 Drexel Ave Cleveland, Ohiu ......... Balexman, outside._._.__._| 1893 | Permanent total 100. 00 83.75
Bylandar, Wilber Edmond. ... Tevins Ohio Farmer, general laborer...| 1894 61. 00 93.75
Sattler, Robert Ray - - oooomacne- Longview Hospital, Cincinnati, Ohio Not given 1888 | Per p BT 1 e IS 100. 00 125. 00
Bawyer, Jas. H. ..o oo i o MeArthur, Ohlo.. .- --| Physician 1867 | Per t partial, 34 per cent_.... 34.00 125. 00
Schawweker, Arthur___.__._._ __| 330 Hudson Ave., Newark, Ohio______.___. Balesman, outside...... ---| 1889 | Permanent partial. 30 per cent ... 30. 00 93.75
Behreck, Harold Fo__.___________ UOSE Veterans' Hospital No. 97, Chiilicothe, | Not given.._._..._........| 1891 | Permanent total____.___..._.... a 20. 00 125.00
Beott, Baml. H.__.__.ooooioaaat 2508 Parkwmd Ave., ’l‘oledo. Ohlo__..... do.__. JAOL et e 100. 00 125. 00
Shadrach, John Wm . -.._..... 1057 Grand Ave,, Daf’wn. Ohio...... £ liookkseper ............... 1804 Pennment partial, 60 per tent.___ 60. 00 125, 00
Shanks, CHAA T L s R. R. No. 6, Box 6, E mwood, PlL., Ohio_.._. Foreman, construction....| 1895 | Permanent partial, 80 per cent. ... £0. 00 93.75
Bilvers, Otho Lole. ... ....-...ee 2952 Hazel Ave., Norwood, Ohio. - —........| Telegraph lineman_____. - 1896 | Permanent partial, 31 per cent.... 3100 | 93.75
Smith, Claude E_ ___ ... .| 8240 Burnet Avn. Cincinnsti, Ohiﬂ Stuodent 1894 | Per t total . 100. 00 150.00
Smith, Maurice Leigh_...._.....| 609 Bouth Main 8t., Urbana, Ohio Not given 1862 do.. 100. 00 125,00
Snider, Van Absalom._....... 7| 243 East 5th Ave,, Lancaster, Ohio—_.-o.-_|-.... s LA ER T N 8 N 100,00 | 187.50
Southam, John Ralston. . .....- 150 Beech St., Berea, Ohio_ . __...co..c_._.. General contractor. .......| 1884 Permmnt partlsl, 80 per cent.___| 80. 00 187. 50
Spencer, Jas. .o oo coeeean Sl i ¢ £ - veterans' hospital, Chillicothe, Ohio_..| Not given 1890 AR S | 20, 00 3. 75
Bprow, Henry Adam......__....| Bryan, Ohio... Rg:g;l dealer, general | 1859 Parmmsnr. pmm,sopercam-_-_ 39, 00 150, 00
s,
Stephens, Clarence C...oceee-ee .-| 1815 Clifton Rd., Cleveland. e Nnt IVl coiinareamanssay 1580 Parmnna ................. 100. 00 125.00
Stewart Fio d R-_........-.---. 125679 Clifton Blvd Ohio anical engineer..._..| 1885 | Per: tm.rtlal. 61 per cent._ ... 61. 00 150, 00
Stull, C heler....-aen----| 1432 Hunter Ave., {T lumbus, Ohio N’ul: given...... S o eew=-| 1867 | Permanent total. ... . ... 100. 00 150. 00
&xthmlmd, Psu] ....... cemenan--| 22 Burns Ave., Wyoming, Ohio outside. ... 1896 | Permanent partial, 34 per cent.... 34.00 93, 75
Thomas, Fred............ 2006 Backett Ave., Cleveland, Ohio. - c...... Derrick builder, oil wells._| 1895 | Permanent partial, 53 per cent_.__ 53,00 93.75
Thornberry, Albert E 920 Gomber Ave., Cambri Ohio. Dentist 1888 | Permanent Dartlal 40 per cent ... 40. 00 150. 00
'I'Udm‘, TR A et e P RATE Sycamore Rd., Cleveland Heights, Ohlo.| Not given. .o occooeeaaaaoe 1891 | Permanent parr.ial 51 per cent....| 5100 125. 00
Van Chas. Care of Christ Hospital, Cincinnati, Ohio___| Student_____.______________ 1885 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40, 00 03, 75
Vm'ney, Jas. Do -oon..-...-.| National Military Home, Dayton, Ohio. Physi 1873 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent.... 44.00 187. 50
Verwohtt, Howard._..... -==-==-| 1644 Union Trust Co., Cleveland, Oh.in.-..- Engmeer construction..__| 1893 | Permanent partial, 82 per cent... . 82,00 125. 00
Wakefield, John Dilion....._. ---| 3436 Edwards Rd., Cmmnnat[ Ohio.. Phy 1869 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35,00 150, 00
“ alker, Thos. B ... eeemeee=a| 6500 Detroit Ave,, Cleveland, iR L ~do. 1883 | Per t partial, 31 per cent.... 3100 187, 50
Wallach, Chas.______....___. -.--| 18066 East 97th Sf.‘, Cleveland, Ohio.-...... Not given...oeccaaaaacs ---| 1893 Parmanent polal s -=| 150.00 125, 00
Watson, Hugh Bbé\:o 1, Box 64, Msdlaonvnﬁs Oindnnati Auto hani 1804 | Per t partial, 54 pu' cent_ .. 54. 00 93.75
0.

Westfall, Welton Grover.........| 1107 West Park Ave., Pilqua, Ohio.. ---do 1885 | Per t partial, 35 per cent_... 85, 00 04, 75
Whitwham, Gratian P..........| Cincinnati Sanatorium, Cineinnati, Ohio....| Physician......c.cceoeezo.| 1880 | Permanent total 100. 00 125 00
OELAHOMA
Aitken, Wallace A_. 1823 West Cherokee St., E Okla.___ -| Not given._ 1877 | Permanent total $100. 00 $187.00
Bauks, Thomas G 703 East 30th St, Oklafioma éity. Okia_..__| Engineer. 1857 | Permanent partial, 65 per 65.00 | 150.00

bee, Wyatt__. P. O, Box 1228, Musk ﬁgalfom ............ Salesman__ 1889 | Permanent partial, 36 per cent 36. 00 93.75 -
Bell, er D..... ~| 1133 West 13th 8t., O City, Okia...| Mechanical A 15885 | Permanent part!nl, 45 per cent . .. 45.00 150. 00
Bisbeo, Walter G..... -.| Bristow, Okla, No occupation. . ..-ce.n- 1876 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ... 40.00 150. 00
Brown, Alfred A .- ooooooooens Careo of Gas & Elactric Co., Okiahoma City, | No pre-war occupation | 1889 | Permanent partisl, 75 per cent_ ... 75.00 150. 00
ven,

Browning, Robt. LeR .| Hartshorne, Okla_ Physlei 1883 | Per t partial, 32 per cent.. .. 82.00 125.00
Byrd, John 7| 2510 West 17th st.. Okiahoma City, Okia...| Cabinetmaker | 1891 | Per pertial, 75 percent.-..|  75.00 125. 00
1310 West m .» Oklahoma City, Okla_._. St"“"' | 1895 Pmnanent pnrtial 40 per cent . 40,00 150. 00

Jenks, O | 1887 | Permanent psrtm. 52 per cent . 52.00 93.75

1833 Lin, klahoma City, Okla....._ lﬁ:gfman__-...._..-_..._. 1892 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent. 39.00 125. 00

216 Cardin Bui]'dln Miami., 'la_._..-..._ Ph and surgeon._..| 1865 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent. 75.00 125.00

_| Oare of Mr. gt&: 921 Med. Con- | Farmer-____________.._. ~--| 1895 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent. 50.00 9. 76

tinental Bui]dlng 'I‘ulmb
Emerson, John E_...._.........| 1111 East 25th 8t., Tulsa, Okla Student 1896 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent....|  40.00 0.75
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Finley, James H.ooooeeomcemcccee 408 F 8t., Ardmo Lawyer 1889 | Permanent partial, 70 per cent_...| $70.00 $150.00
Guth?-'fe Ausﬁn TR ?31 th 18th Bt., k!ahoma City, Okla__..| Physi 1883 | Permanent pnrt.ial: 53 cent.... 53.00 150, 00
Ha 4 Jol Okla ---.00 1868 | Per partinl, 40 per cent.... 40.00 125.00
Halgh, HAITY. e eesmmmenemenn :-m North 6th Ave., Durant, Okla_._........ Not given. 1879 I T e e 100. 00 125.00
Hoffman, .u-umr Poapteinriioh nga kﬂ Phillips Petroleam Bn.rﬂosvﬂle. Boldier. L] 1885 | Per partial, 38 per cent.... 85.00 125,00
Horwn, Barde B oo i Soldiers T. B, Home, Sulphur, Okla No i 1892 | Permanent total. ... .. .. coccnee 100, 00 125.00
Hutchinson, Alva. .. Box 215, Erick, Okla % Student. 1803 Pennnmn.t pnrual 40 per cent.... 40.00 .75
Kellner, Bernard Ao oooaeeee. S%Jm Robinson St., Oklshoma City, | Teacher, school 1892 | Permanent psrﬁal. 45 per cent.... 45.00 0.7
a
U. 8. veterans' hospital, Muskogee, Okla_.__| 100. 00 150, 00
617 West 14th St., klaf:om City, Okla 44.00 | 187.50
Box 11, Fmderlck. 56. 00 125. 00
Soldiers T. B. & 100. 00 93. 75
Fairfax, Okla £3. 00 150. 00
323 F 8t. 8W., Ard Okla__ 35. 00 150. 00
Buges, Vel 621 North Washington St., Ardmore, Okla._| No occupation 5 100. 00 125, 00
Thomas, John G | 1784 West 31st St., Oklahoma City, Okla..._| Physician and surgeon._...| 1588 150. 00 1265. 00
Thomas, LaWrence G...eeeeeeen- | 420 Braniff Building, Oklahoma mr. Okla.| Te hone operator........| 1889 Permmnt partial. 63 per cent.... 3. 00 125,00
Th General Delivery, OKIA.oeeeee oot Rall d fireman. ......... 1861 Permnnent partial, 45 per cent.... 45. 00 125. 00
Thompson, Wm, R.—..o.ooonnnes Security Natlonal Bank, Ok City, | Student Permanent partial, 32 per cent._..|  32.00 .75
Warren, Charles I ...ooeneen-s 509 West Oteo St., Ponca City, Okla do 1895 | Permanent total. ... cooececnnn 100. 00 125. 00
Whi 4 iR Box 341, Pryor, Okl Physician and surgeon....| 1881 Permmntpama].oopsrmnt..__ 90, 00 125, 00
OREGON
Carlson, Enoch B oo ceceen 920 Hood 8t., Portland, Oreg....... Mail earrier. 1836 | Per t total . $100.00 $125.00
Cofiey, ‘Earl O.. ... .. __"| 407 East 37th St., Portland, Oreg._. Ca Lntm master, mate, or | 1887 |_____do.__ 100. 00 187. 50
ot.
Crawford, Harry . cl ;]amedomnl)rtva. Portland, Oreg. Dr;;'é"a? surgeon 156 Mm-mmmt Mparﬁ%‘ ooy gl B
rouch, Junious E.............-| 1602 Alameda Drive, Fortland, Oreg........| Physician, surgeon......_. on
Dorris, Benj, F_. 502 East 9th St., Portland, Oreg. ¢ Permanent i 5100 | 12500
Farnest, F. James M. U, 8. veterans ital, Portland, Oreg 1] 1874 | Per t partial, 50 per cent.... 50. 00 187. 50
Feldenbreimer, Roy | 702 Main 8t., ! o > Per partial, 60 per cent....|  60.00 93.75
Firey, Frankland 304 Columbia Buildi 1885 | Permanent part.inl 30 per cent___. 30. 00 125,00
Goodwin, Marsh H ... 222 East 20th 8t., Portlt A Oreg-x=- s Insurance salesman. . ... 1893 Permaumt partial, 40 per cent.... 40, 00 9. 75
Greene, Fred Baxter........-.... m;,bnrs(ts}m:rt Apartments, i4th and Colum- do.. 1882 40. 00 150, 00
in Bts,
Griffith, George P 336 Leslie St., Ea!am, 2, eeam e Ee Cashier, teller, bank . _.... 1879 | Permanent total . ........cccee...] 15000 125. 00
Hogan, Cicero F.__. 629 East 15th 'S¢, , north, Portland, Oreg.....| No pre-war oceups —-we| 1801 do 3 100. 00 150. 00
Hynson, Garrett L---___-...-... 875 Montgomt;? Drive, Portland, Oreg.....| Phy 1883 | Permanent mal, 60percent.._.| 48.00 150, 00
Alexius 408 Oommemi , Oreg. i Structural steel worknr.... 1883 | Permanent P TP L T Y 125.00
1803 39,00 125.00
tial 66. 00 125.00
100, 00 9. 75
55 Straw 100. 00 03.75
1228 Mu.llmg 04,00 150. 00
Caraof T H 66. 00 150, 00
1103 East Stark St., Oreg_. 47.00 125,00
200 West 2d Ave. North Farest Grove, Oreg. 84.00 150. 00
R. F. D No. 2, Hood , Oreg.. 100.00 | 125,00
eﬁo Klickita 8t., Ponland Oreg e 33.00 150,00
Richeson, Austin.... .| U. 8. Veterans' Bureau, Portland, Oreg..... Sogdier 51.00 187, 50
Runnells, Garland .| 632 East 14th St. north, Portland, Oreg___.__. 59. 00 125.00
Salade, Louis A_. .| Central Point, Oreg 100. 00 125.00
Smith, Brlmn Leo .| 2611 51st Bt. mt.hssst. Portland, “Oreg B0, 00 150. 00
taams& La Pine, Oreg... 55. 00 93.75
Vander | Eugene, O 59,00 150. 00
Webb, Jsmas E Mount Angel, Oreg......ococeceeceanceaanas 75.00 125,
‘Whiteside, Edwin E. Rt. 1, Box :N.'». Portland, Oreg 100. 00 150, 00
Williams, David.... | Bubar. Lt SN 100. 00 150, 00
Zellermayer, Louis._ . . 227 Chapman St., Portland, Oreg._ 30. 00 1560. 00
Zimmerman, EAward. - -...oo..| 304 M and W Building, Engene, Oreg.._._.. 51.00 125.00
FENNSYLVANIA
Robinson, Indiana County, Pa Permanent total. ... ... ....... | $100.00 | $150.00
.| 211 Eastern Ave., Pitisburgh, Pa -] Permanent partial, 50 percent._._|  50.00 150, 00
1530 Locust 8t., Philadelphia, Pa , 75 per cent____ 75.00 218.75
U.B. Vet ' Hospital No. 103, Aspinwall, Psmmnant partial, 40 per cent.... 40. 00 150. 00
Banks, Lloyd Me... Norristown State Hos]gita! Norristown, Pa. 100. 00 93.75
Bash, James Erwin__. 1301 Pul'mont Ave., Dormont, Pittsburgh, ] 45,00 83.75
Bateman, Sydney Elon.. 5300 Bprlme 8t., Phﬂndaiphia. Pa,,..--....,‘- Permanent partial, 80 per cent..... 89,00 150. 00
Beale, H + e S e e 502]? Green St., Ger Per partisl, 52 per cent..... 52.00 125,00
Beck, Theodore. ... .ceeccnanean 333 Lonisa 8t., Williams P Permanent partial, 72 per cent..... 7200 126.00
in, Alfred M... 515 Main St., Gallitzin, TLES Burgeon Permanent partial. 50 per cent_.... 50, 00 125.00
B lea, John 8___.. 4010 Honey Ave., Drexel Hill, Pa_...._..___| Foreman, factory.......... 1802 100. 00 93. 75
Blain, West Elliott._..... Concordville, Pa_ Pattern maker, wood_ ... 1886 56. 00 150. 00
Bogard, Clark Stetson... 25 Pina Ave., K&m. Pa Not gﬂm 1891 150. 00 125. 00
Botger, Henry Geo...... --| Greentown, Pike County, Pa. .. . ococoeceae , physical eulture..| 1891 | Permanent partial, 81 per cent._ ... 81.00 125. 00
Boyes, ADdrew. .. .ooceaeaccaaas ] 11:’1:31 West ’Winmhockins Bt Philadelphia, . lmaker 1895 | Per t partial, 83 per cent.... B3.00 125.00
hrety, John Thos. oo e | 3228 North 2d St., Harrisburg, Pa Nos given 1878 | Permanent tc:.a!_ ................. 100. 00 150. 00
Brown, Thomas E___. 542 East Main Et. Carnegie, Pa 1890 56. 00 125. 00
Brown, Williams E___._ Box IDB, Chsrﬂolcf ......... La --| 1893 50.00 125,00
» k Mﬂs Rd U Darby, Pa._ !l.met lmspector. chauffeur_| 1801 70.00 150. 00
Caldwell, Herbert Clyde ik o Boxm. Mining engi 1802 54.00 125. 00
, Jomes T o el 214 North Jackson St., Mod:a. PR .’)euus £ 1890 50, 00 150. 00
Chew, Gm‘o delivery, Easton  Post Office, | Carpenter. 1890 50, 00 125,00
o, Pa.
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Clapp, George H. o ooooooiccanean 406 Masonic Tem 1 S S Permanent partial, 50 percent___.| $50,00 | $150,00
Clark! Chester Fairchild 500 Sheridan Ave. Not given__________ Permanent total._._........_.... 100,00 | 12500
Clendenning, Robt_.__.. 53 Long Lane, Upper Auto sales manager. Permanent partlal d0percent____|  40.00 150. 00
Clush, Wm. Lloyd._. 1408 North 2d s y Permanen , 35 per cent._._ 35. 00 125, 00
Cobb, M ¥ W Road, Radnor, P8 ... ... Notgiven. ... __.__.._ Permanent total. .. ___________.__ 100. 00 150. 00
Condit, Geo. L.._. 310 Third Ave., K Permanent partial, 75 per cent.... 75.00 125,00
Qonnor, Wm. P_._...... Box 132, Wilkinsburg, , TRIlWRY .o oaeeas Permanent partial, 72 per cent.____ 72.00 93,75
Seway. Ge0. Faymot. T Ty reen AY8 Williamsport, Pa. O oo A R A ] B i |
Coover, Merle EGgar...-...-.... 125 Walnut 8t., Carlisle, Pa. Mi.t‘lxlletlc. teacher, physical Permanent parﬂal 45percent....| 4500 125, 00
Cort, Th Laird 21 Eagle Bt., Mount Pleasant, Pa.....ecc... ﬁalumn.m outside, mno | 1896 | Permanent partial, 56 per cent. ... 56. 00 150. 00
s8m
515 Wyoming Ave., Scranton, Pa_ _ ceeea.. Not glven...cocccoccaaian 1804 | Permanent partial, ﬁpermnt...- 45.00 .75
326 West Water 8t., Lock Haven, Pa. do 1875 | Permanent total. ... _..._._. 100. 00 125. 00
mnrmggﬁué 8t., Phﬂlﬂc - Pa o, lg % 218.75
Tove 8 L RN iR 125.00
235, Park Am.ﬁvutrttinnau,h 50. 00 187, 50
2341 Carpenter St., Philadelphia, Pa.. 100. 00 93.75
P. 0. Box 114, N Pa 100. 00 150. 00
1610 Bouth 12th Bt., Phihdolphjl, Pa __ 30. 00 150. 00
Stewart Ave., Haverford, Pa._—.oo........ 100. 00 3. 75
General dall‘va Cu Pa_ 100. 00 3. 75
maSmthyﬂt.Kngm:s. ............ Wateh repairman .. 1 150. 00 125. 00
2038 8 St., Philadelphia, Pa_._......_.. Correspondent ou.mnust__ 1893 | Permanent partial, 36 per cent_. .. 36. 00 150. 00
Pltt;gs;:hml’ Rd., Spring Hill Branch, | Bank cashier- 1802 | Perm parf.lal. 76 per cent. ... 76. 00 125,00
8.
Eggleton, Willlam_ . . o oeeeeae Chestnut § Altoona, Pa. Permanent total.. .. .ocooomenaaee. 100. 00 150. 00
.Vaian itine Burton. 2[1 North Wash[nston t., Titusville, Pa... Permanent , 31 per cent.... 31.00 150. 00
isenstate, Louls. ... uippa 8t., Pittsburgh, Pa........_ Permanent total.. ... _.___ 100. 00 3.75
Etbenon Alden Durrell._..... m wnde Ave, Up Darby, Pa ... Permanent partial, 33 per cent. ... 33. 00 125,00
Embry, Talton Henry. Csl.,ra of G nmbea- Go Allentown, Permanent partial, 75 per cent.... 75.00 93.75
Ewing, Willard__..._..____..._..| 401 Chestnut St., Philadelphia, Pa. Permanent partial, 30 percent....|  30.00 93.75
Eves, Paul Wilson. . 711 South 25th St., Harrisburg, Pa Per partial, 51 per cent.... 5100 125,00
Fanton, William H_ 5 Beverly Ave., East hnsduwm, Permanent partial, 61 percent... .| 6100
Farrell, Patrick. ...corecmeananaas | 197 Chapel St., Pittston, P8...ocoeeoconranes Permanent total...................| 100,00 .75
Ferguson, David. 3641 R t Ave., Drexel Hill, Pa. Permanent partial, 60 per cent_. .. 60.00 9. 75
Fiscus, J > Permanent partial, 41 per cent.... 41,00 150. 00
Permanent partial, 31 per cent....| 31. 00 125, 00
Permanent partial, 30 per cent_ ... 39.00 218,75
Permanent total. 125, 00
Given, Ellis E. W__ | 2714 Cohmbh Ava., Philadelphia, Pa. Physici 1873 | Permanent partial, 88 per cent 218. 75
Glenn, W. | Btate College, Pa. do. 1888 oI t partial, 150. 00
Glidden, Burt Ruf | 60 North Duke St ster, Pa. File clerk....cceeeeeeecwe.| 1801 | Permanent 93.75
Gould, Frank R__ 704 Main St., Mmdc. Pa_. - o.__....| Notgiven 1898 E‘at t 125. 00
Graham, James G.. { M Amdem% Mercersburg, Pa. 0 1800 125. 00
Gray, Joseph Wilson. . -| 306 2d 8¢., [ R L e Traveling t, oil fields_| 1859 Permamm partial, 75 per cent..._ 75.00 125, 00
Greene, A Nias -| 235 Bouth Cemae Bt., Phﬂadel%ls, Pa___...| Commercial artist. ... 1886 | Permanent partial, 42 per cent_.._ 42,00 93.75
Gmﬂ Jnmes H_-. 1887 | Permanent total. .. .o......___...| 100. 00 150. 00
Permanent partial, 71 per cent.___ 7100 125. 00
er. Chnrjea ......... 4 Permnent partial, 33 per cent.... 33. 00 125 00
han, Robert Francis. - nstown, Pa__ 1800 | Permanent total . ___._________._. 150. 00 150. 00
Hnmmett John Kelley .. -..... Stock Exchange hnﬂc'.i:ng, Philadelphia, Pa_ Sﬂlﬁ!m}m light samples__.| 1800 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent.... 60. 00 93.75
Hebsacker, William Fmderick... 2151 East Cumberland St., Philadelphia, Pa_| Phy S 1868 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent. ... 50. 00 150, 00
Hoenstine, Floyd G..o-.-......| R. F. D. No. 1, Box 34, Duncansville, Pa____ Drammu. detailer.......| 1808 | Permanent mrthl, 35 per cent... .| 35. 00 98.75
ot given. Permanent 100. 00 125. 00
Permanen 44.00 125. 00
56. 00 150. 90
50. 00 250. 00
58. 00 125,00
50. 00 150. 00
38. 00 9. 75
43.00 125. 00
38.00 187, 50
88. 00 125. 00
50. 00 125, 00
100, 00 150. 00
................... 36.00 150. 00
.............................. 100. 00 125,00
38.00 125,00
................ 100. 00 8. 75
obt. 8 ____............| 2811 Beale Ave., Altoona, Pa.._..._.........| Chemist_______. 77.00 125,00
Kriechbsum, Roy Ritner... ... 40, 06 150. 00
Landis, Edw, P, It e llﬁ-! Green 8t., Allentown, Pa. Clerk 1898 | Permanent total . _ . __.__ | 100.00 93.75
Leitzell, Wilbur : 3 n!ﬁu Ave., Btﬂ.te Cal Ps....... Retail dealer, books_._._._ 1884 Pnrmmn: partial, 33 per cent____| 35.00 187. 50
Leo , Chas. 2025 South 8t., Philadelphia, Physici 1883 | Perm t partial, 45 per cent.... 45. 00 125. 00
Little, Josiah T_._____ 405 West 3d St., Blooms PR Notgiven. ... ... ... 1887 | Permanent total_ _ oo ._." 100.00 150. 00
Logan, Patton Lyon... 1344 Bquirrel Hill Ave., h, Pa. 0- do. 150. 00 150, 00
Love, Preston_._..._. | 414 West 7th 8t,, Tarentum, Pa__..___..._..| Farmer_ ¥ 50. 00 125. 00
MeCullough, Leo Jos. Rt. 3, Pottsvﬂ.le Pa_ Not given.__ Permanent to 100. 00 125.00
MeD: ll, Owen Fidelis m?hl ﬁq[‘l:hl;‘!sacﬁon. Public Ledger, Phila- 35.00 93.75
D
McGregor, Wm. John 744 Franklin Ave., Wilkensburg, Pa. 150. 00 125,00
MacGee, 6038 North Brnad St Philadelphia, Pa_ 6. 00 125, 00
acKenz 4 Eddmgtuu Physician. 40. 00 125. 00
MacLeod, Norman hiu .~ ' Hospital No. 49, Philadel- | Not given 20. 00 125, 00
Maleomsonn, Wm. H_ ... 1013 Brown Bt., Philadelphia, Pa_. Prolfimloml ball player | 1800 | Permanent partial, 48 per cent_.._ 48,00 93.75
Maxey, David Rexford. Forest Ci Student 1893 | Per ttotal . _____| ' 300.00 93.75
Meley, Edw. Jewett._.. .| 600 Peon St., Turtle Creek, Pa Physie: 1881 | Permanent partial, 85 per cent. ... 85. 00 150. 00
Miliovilovieh, John_____ . _____ u. Eh\?‘etmm' Hospital No 48, Philadel- | Not given 1884 | Per total. .. 100. 00 93.75
phia, Pa.

Miller, George H. ..o ocemeeeeee Box 35, Wyneote, Pa do. 1893 do. 100. 00 93.75
Mmer, Phi.l.lepus- s 8t. Davids, Pa Student 1896 | Per t partial, 40 per cent....| 40. 00 93.75
Mosher, James 8. -----........| Liberty, Fa Phy 1807 | Per partial, 80 per cent. ... 80. 00 150. 00
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Name Address Occupation Extent of disability o
Fitzgerald
bill
M;un: Alto Banitarium, SBouth Mountain, | Dentist Permanent partial, 51 per cent....| $51.00 $150. 00
a.
508 Ke Bt., Hawley, Pa__.. ..o 50.00 93.75
215 Mahanton St., mmiue. Pa 61.00 |  150.00
132 Pittston Ave., Scranton, Pa 100. 00 125.00
mr%h APG" D ylestown, P 1% g 1% g
1 mey
205 South A ﬁc ‘Avo., Pittsbargh, Pa.-o 2 s0.00| 157.50
205 Lalagette St. Bristo], Pa - anommsneee partial, 70 per cent__..| 79,00 93.75
oore, Ge ills, Pa. Permanent partial, 35 per cent___.|  35.00 93.75
O'Daniel, Andrew A .| 1618 Locust St., Phl!ﬂddghln. Pa.. Not given Permanent total. ..o ceeeeneo.o...| 100. 00 150. 00
O'Donovan, John Harry........| 1040 West Diamond St., Philadelphia, Pa... R&corltrl and computing Permanent partial, 86 per cent. ... 86.00 93.75
erk.

0'Leary, Jno. Jersmlah_______.. 1345 Washington 8t., Wilkes-Barre, Pa. Not given Permanent total ... | 100.00 150.
Osthans, Robert........ 330 Wheeler Ave., Scranton, Pa. Student Permanent partial, 40 per cent.-... 40, 00 93.75
Owens, Robert J . e ceceemee 105 Hastings Ave., Bouth Ardmore, Pa.....| B';f“’”ﬁd“‘ of con- Permanent partial, 65 per cent. ... 65. 00 150. 00
Painter, Jackson M_____........| 781 West 3d 8t., Willilamsport Bank clerk Permanent partial, 41 per cent.___| 41.00 150. 00
Pauen,'Morm Hoeooeeaee...| 41 Washington st., Catbondafn. PRI Bul.ldinseonstmcdan fore- Permanent partial, 66 per cent. ... 66,00 125. 00

man, and carpenter,

Penrase, Thos, Wi - . .ocmeeeee 5085 North Camac 8t., Philadelphia, Pa....| Phy Permanent partial, 47 percent....|  47.00 187, 50
Peteﬂ, Jacob Markwood... Rt. No. 1, Camp Hill, Pa Not .«flw“ Permanent total - ceeeececcenceann 100. 00 187. 50
William Scott.... 110 Bd Bt., G]mﬂn‘ld FIESEEEe SR A B i B (e do 100. 00 150. 00
ﬂmnoyl ___________ | 5818 Philadelphia, Barber Permanent partial, 35 per cent....| 3500 93.75
Benj. Harrison. . Chelwn and i!lm Aves. Iankentu\m. Ps....| Foreman, constructor Permanent 60 per cent.... 60. 00 125.00
Poux. deom Aol Mills, Rt. No.2, Pa_... Physician Per 100,00 | 12500
. Th " e 18 M n Bt and Ridge Ave., Darby, Philadel- | Veterinarian. . ..oeceeeaas a0 100. 00 150, 00
Raeder, Wm. John 72§l uin%;\vs., Scranton, Pa..............| Foreman, constructor Pormanent partial, 68 per cent. ... 68. 00 125,00
ck, Edmund R.... Pa. Athlete. Permanent partial, 33 per cent.... 33,00 150. 00
Read, Thomas 410 Penn St nnnnnmn Not given S T T 100. 00 93.75
Reber, Alvin David... m utehis kw.. Hdgewood, b bt engineer _____ t partial, 30 per cent....| 30,00 9%.75
Rebuck, Walter Edgar. . ........| 1105 North 16th St Student Permanent partial, 42 per cent___. 42.00 93.75

Reed, J6seph M_...._.o.0 | 726 Summerles 8t., icsstE htsbareh, Pal Permanent partial, 50 per cent....| 50,00 | 150,
Rehfuss, Louis 1149 Northebth&t FPhiladelphisa, N Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40. 00 125,00
Rhodl, Bolon L Kutztown, Pa._. Permanent total . ... oeeoaaeeaaea 100. 00 125.00
Rhule, Wilbur, Lee.. .cceeeene-.| 833 Ave + AILOOA, PR, o oo oo nnmamenins Permanent partial, 30 per cent....|  39.00 03.75
Robinson, John Lourie. .........| 305 Morgantown 8t., Uniontown, Pa Permanent partinl, 45 per cent._ .| 45.00 125.00
Rodelor, ODWAI oeemrromer| R. F. D. No.1, West Per t partial, 50 per cent.__.|  50.00 93.75
Rogers, John A ... wme-| 823 Summit Grove Ave., Bryn Mawr, Pa... Permanent grtm. 34 percent___. 34.00 93.75
Rosen, Theodore. . ...cccee-....| 122 Bouth 40th Bt., Ph[ladal hta, Pl t total 100. 00 125.00
m,hrmmn Charles._..---.-.. Rockland Ave., Burl 45.00 93.75
Roy, Wilford Shriner.......-.-..| 4926 North 4th Bt., Phﬂadelphln P 150. 00 150. 00
Ruhnka, Roy Arthur. .. ce.... 1700 Pine 8t., Philadelphia, Pa. 100. 00 150. 00
Bchoblﬂﬁ]?mk. Tesesnsannn=s==| Wyncote, Pa. ; 200. 00 93.75
. B. vet * h tal Phﬂadelphh. Pa__ 100. 00 125. 00
ﬂcl‘mg, Carl Adelbert.. m Ma]n ihhma Pa 33.00 125. 00
Schwartz, MaxJ._ mi , Philadelpbis, Pa. 20000 | 125.00
Bchr 5 'D' B hospital, Agﬂ: wall, Pa__.... 44.00 187. 50
Beixns, William H 136 Termon S Phﬂadﬁ! Pa 50. 00 93.75
- 1739 South Bt., ?hilm:hlp Pa 100, 00 125. 00
100. 00 93.75
le Phﬂadelphla, Paoa) paldtees —--do_- 100.00 9. 75
rristown, Pa Phy do... 100. 00 187. 50
Pmnsntpartisl,wpereent-___ 45,00 93.75
Permanent total 100. 00 93. 75
Permanent partial, 48 per cent.... 48.00 ®. 76
Permanent parLsL 41 per cent.... 41. 00 125. 00
Permanent ial, 30 per cent.... 30. 00 93. 76

Permanent , 70 per cent__ .. 70. 00 150,
Permanent total. ....comeencrcanan 150, 00 218. 75
Permanent partial, 74 per cent.... 74.00 93.75
Permanent rﬁal. per cent.... 36, 00 93.75
Permanent total _____ ... ... 100. 00 93.75
Pnrmmntpar:al,ﬂparmt.... 42,00 150, 00
Permanent partial, 72 per cent. ... 72.00 150, 00
Permanent mal,ssper cent....| 3800 150. 00
Permanent total. ...oeeeooooooooo. 150. 00 150. 00
do. 100, 00 03.75
73.00 8.7
6100 93. 75
150. 00 150, 00
30.00 125.00
100. 00 250. 00
308 North . 100. 00 98.75
746 Walnut 8¢., Columb = Typist Permanent partial, 57 per cent. ... 57.00 150. 00
5251 Spruce St., Philadelphia, Pa.......... Bg]a:r{i and computing Permanent total -..oeneeneeean... 100. 00 9.7

K.

421 Denniston Ave., Pitts] PaL Carpenter. Permanent partial, 34 per cent. ... 34.00 150. 00
| 27 South 16th St., Philadel, Dentist Permanent partial, 50 per cent____|  50.00 150. 00
Watson, Ray Cooper.. -| 5123 Knox Bt Not given Permanent total. - oo oooceo s 150. 00 125, 00
Weaver, JOhO B ocvvcceeaeeaaaas Wngnm};h:t of Commerce Building, Pitts- | Sold Permanent partial, 66 per cent.... 66. 00 150. 00
Westphal, Fredk. .voeeeeeeee-- 121 Milton 8t., Woodlawn, Pa. . oo Efficiency engineer, me- Permanent pnrtlal. 30 per cent.... 30.00 93.75
White, J'ohn Bernard. ....ceeen- 8t. Jnsaph Huspltal. Carbondale, Pa.......- 45,00 125. 00
Wheeler, Martin Luther. Mosco 38. 00 125 00
Wiant, Mmﬂn Keﬁy Bt Plttshurgh 45.00 125.00
Wickham, Otto W__ 511 South M&r ilnrlon, 100. 00 03.75
‘Wilkinson, David. Lester, Pa 30,00 125,00
Williams, James E__ 811 Penn St., Huntingdon, Pa.....ccco....| Vi RS, 00 150. 00
WIlll.n Masontown, Pa 100. 00 03.75
'm Linden Ava Drexel Hill, Philadelphia, | Dentist 34. 00 150. 00
Bosisbnrg. Physi Permanent total. ..._...___.....| 100. 00 150. 00
928 B Bt., Phﬂndolphlni)?u.....-__-__- Imm‘a.nﬁ broker._._.___... Permanent partial, 35 per cent.... 35.00 125. 00
418 8t., AL . Ph Permanent partial, 71 per cent ... 71.00 125. 00
1013 Dn]nwm Ave,, Swissvale, Pa Dairy farmer. Per partial, 33 per cent.._. 33.00 125,00
1118 Green Ridge St., Seranton, Pa Phy Permanent total 100. 00 150.00
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bill
Drummond, Frank C 323 Morris Ave., Providence, R. I ....... --| Salesman, light samples...! 1803 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent....|  $40.00 .70
Ng-man Ham-y A. (Rev.)_._.__| 185 Academy Ave., Providence, R. 1. ==t Clergymans oo ] 1884 | Permanent total .. _______________ . 200,00 ﬁi 00
; M‘gu- 211 A Bt., Provid R. f........----.. Physician and surgeon....| 1892 | Permanent al, 50 per cent.___ 50. 00 125,00
Quj_m ¥ 26 Marbury Ave., Paw Student i 1894 | Permanent total ... ......__ | 100.00| 150.00
BOUTH CAROLINA
Anderson, Clifton B_..—..._._.| Aikens, 8. C. Permanent partial, 40 per cent....| = $40.00 $03.75
Bouware, John Hagh- Lymas: 8.0 Permanent bartial 3 ber contors| M0 | 100
are, 0 Hug . B 8
Brown, Wm. Heary 527 West Oakhcnd Ave., Sumter, 31.00 125.00 '

Campbell, Isaac. .. Clover, 8. C__. & -100. 00 12500
Crawford, John Al 1220 Pickens Bt., Columbia, 8. Patmmnt pa.rtial 50 per cent. . 50,00 125.00
Deas, Henry...o-——-- Murray Boulevard, Charleston, 8. O do. ok 50.00 125.00
Burham, R. B . .. oee.ooie 1322 Taylor St. L Col 8, Permanent a:ar:m, 32 per 50,00 150. 00
Eason, Jas. Larrier 114 B Chnrltston. B. Oeeeee | Clen] Permanent s 100. 00 93.75
Eaton, Robt. Knight_____.______ Clemson Cunesa, - o f e I S R SR Supu'inwndent of cotton |.._..__ Permanent partial, 33 per cent_.__ 33.00 125.00
Giles, Ben t P. 0. Box 231, Columbia, 8. C.cccocnnnnns Pl anlimmn , light serviee out-| 1802 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40.00 125, 00
Greet, Lone 1310 East Nérth St., Greenville, S. O ... Foreman, bloom.ing mlll 1805 | Permanent partial, 82 per cent.___ 82,00 125. 00
Hamilton, Reuben F.__._.._._._ 3304 4th Ave., Columbia, B. C__ Not given ---| 1876 | Permanent total __._.__ —____._._.| 100.00 187. 50
Harris, Henry Holingwath___.._; 1218 Pmd.leton 8t., Greenville, 8. C. hw(fo" 1883 | Per partial, 50 per cent____ 50. 00 150. 00
Hart, Au G 3 8.C t partial, 82 percent.___|  82.00 93.75
Hart, J . B. = z = Permsmntmrﬁa.aoparmt.... 50, 00 150. 00
Holmes, McGowan 7 DR S I : Permanent parlial. 75 per cento ... 75.00 150. 00
Hudgens, Robt. W am.. - P, 0: s s 1896 Pu-mmnt partial, T8 per cent..__ 78.00 150. 00
Irby, Plamo Butler._ | H Lnxmtar 2% 1888 ermanent total el IO 03.75
7 3 E Pernmnant patﬁal,&'l psrumt-.-- 35.00 93.75
Knox, Julius T._ 56. 00 150. 00
La Fitte, John H_ 39, 00 150. 00
MeBride, James Naphier__ - 50, 00 125.00
MeDowell, James No pre-war mnﬂwn_m; 100, 00 187. 50
Mahon, Gabriel Heyward, jro..- ﬂ]e. B.C Not given 100. 00 187. 50
Marshall, Thos. Booth . . Cd bla, . C Ty 53,00 125. 00
Miller, Connu' Joshua.... 40. 00 125. 00
- Morse, Albert . : 50.00 93.75
Peake, 'I‘heodnm James ... B Phy i 45. 00 187. 50
Pearcy, Wm. Herman.__......_.| 8t. George, 8. Coo o | LAWPar: il i 100, 00 125. 00
Poovey, Geo. | 50. 00 150. 00
Pressl 100. 00 218.75
R : 32.00 93.75
Bansbury, Lonnie 8. .. ... 100. 00 03.75
ns, Benj. 100. 00 93.75
Sligh, Chas. Erle__ 100. 00 150. 00
oer, Clare do. 100. 00 93.75
T pson,l Pmmnt partial, 50 per cent..__ 50.00 125.00
Turner, J t partial, 89 per cent____ 4. 00 93.75
W hite, st{r_} I.a Pmnamm Bt el o 100:00 125. 00
‘White, Richard raen.__ Per partial, 30 per cent.. 30. 00 125,00
“‘ilsm. Rosko J... 410 North Coit Bt., I"Jute.nw, Per t partial, 50 per cent____| 50, 00 125, 00
Haugan, Alfred J.....oao-e-----| 1216 North Lincoln st Awdm 8. Dak._. $150.00 | $125.00
Hozle, Wm. Adam ---| Box 1 Ab 35.00 218. 75
s Murdo, 8 DAl - Lo Tl 100, 00 150. 00
d Permanent partial, 40 per cent 40. 00 125.00
Milbank, 8. Dak Permanent partial, 50 per cent._.__ 50.00 150,00
Mertens, John burg, 8. Dak. e Permanent total__._.______.__.... 100,00 150. 00
Muchow, Arthur H..._.__......| Sout Dakm State Penitentiary....-...... Permanent partial, 56 per cent..__|  56.00 125. 00
Rayburn, Robt. La Verne_ Hm-lay. ............................. Farmer Permanent partial 30 per cent.... 30.00 125. 00
smLoujs ____________ 301 lankstomcourt,SiouxFaﬂs,EDak._ d £ 30.00 125. 00
Quirk, Patk. J___ Kimball, 8. Dak. - 100. 00 150. 00
Wright, Osear B_______...______| Hills Block, Huron, 8, DRK..------.o-..o- 38.00 150. 00

Andrews, James T..... 3th floor, Mutual Tower, Memphis, Tenn. .| Physician. .. . .——oovovenv 1875 | Permanent total_.....__.......... $100.00 |  $187.

Armstrong, Bedford E.... 1020 Union Ave., Memphis, Tenn........... | eneral farmer. 1892 | Per partial, 67 per cent._.._ 67.00 125.
Barber, Oliver A_. Box 2321 Demo Station, mphis. Tenn...| Army er 75 per cen 75.00 150, 00

Brumit Philip 1. T ationsal 5 fum I M 53 per cen! 53.00 150,

Bush, Martin M Genersl d , Memphis, Tenn. .. _...... 83.00 125,
Carr, Hilton Rice_.. 1025-27 Il(%c:gm hm-\[uma! Tower, Mem- | Ph 44.00 125.00
Cotten, Leon D Afmnd.rla, Tenn 45.00 125. 00
Cross, James Helenwood, Tenn 73.00 93.75
Currin, Jno. A. .ceovoeccaacnna..| Bignal Mountain, Tenn 100, 00 93.75
Curtis; Hary Weeaooooaiioos Fountain City, Tenn . ... -  iocoooicaca Watchmaker....... 1880 E‘-u t partial, 41 per cent_._. 50.00 150. 00
Davant, Harry W Care of Patten Hotel, Chattanooga, Tenn...| Broker. 882 | t partial, 57 per cent.... 75,00 150, 00
Davis, Thomas L. 1110 Volunteer Buildfng, Chattancoga, Tenn. | B bR S S| 100.00 | 187.50
In'er, Lioyd.... Greenville, Tenn... i Permanent partial, 46 percent....|  50.00 150. 00
Ellis, Geo. M______.____ ----| 543 North ?I.h 8t., Memphis, T R do. gt totel. . fos s Lol 150. 00 187. 50
zms Nathaniel Watson.._.___._ Cu_fa of First Baptlst Chu.mh. Mudison\*ﬂle 1893 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent____ 60. 00 125, 00

enn.
Galloway, Robert E_.......- ~e..| P. O, Box 2405, Memphis, Tenn.___........ jal, 56 per cent__.. 56.00 63.75
Gilbreth Flommli ............. Lawrenceburg, Tenn , 30 per cent____ 30,00 03.75
Griggs, Cadwell W 2800 W illington Ave., Nashville, Tenn. ... ial. 45 per cent. ... 45,00 150. 00
Hatheway, Caleb Roeeeeeee.. & 110 Elm §t., Elizabeth e, {al, 40 per cent.__. 49, 00 187. 50
Jack: avid.. 968 New York St., Memphis, Tenn._........ 100. 00 150. 00
Joh Joseph E 584 Shrine B u[ld.ins, Memphis, Tenn._.._..| Ph b 100. 00 150. 00
Kaplan, Max.__. ?U’Ir Columbja Mutual Tower, Memphis, | ._... PR e T LS R 1888 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.... 50. 00 125, 00
enn.

King, Samuel Lee 501 Alab St., Bristol, Tenn_.._____.._._. St:g;f: salesman, real | 1805 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent. ... 80. 00 125, 00
Kuling, James H...eevacene...| 518 West Church 8t., Enoxville, Tenn......| Physician. ..o ooveveaee...} 1800 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ... 49,00 150. 00
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Lansd vid Snodgrass su:e Hospital, Nashville, Tenn............| Oil-well driller............| 1893 | Permanent partial, 46 per cent....| $46.00 $03.
Lilliard, “]:Y)j]agy[d])__ _____ %F None given .. _.-........| 1880 | Permanent total . _.__..._____.._ 100. 00 150. ;‘;g
McCampbell, Basil bm. 3. Miller J\ ., Johnson City, Tenn....| Salesman, outside..______. 1800 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent..._ 50.00 93. 75
MoeClaran, James. .. 402 North Cumberland 8t., Jackson, Tenn..| Physician.._...._. T.I77277| 1888 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent___. 45. 00 150.
MeNeal, Archibald W . 720 Kent 8t,, Buntyn, Tenn. . ... No pre-war occupation____| 1874 | Permanent total___..____ R 65 1 125. 59
Miller, Thos. P__.__. 3217 Linden Ave., Knoxville, Tenn hysici AT IOy AL i 100. 00 150. o0
Mininger, Chas, M.. % gspggnl B!vdﬂlNashviuei‘ Tenn.........-| No occupation. :g = do_. e : lﬁ }%w
, Jerome L._. ngelus P am enn YSICIAD. o e e Srmanen » 44 per cent.... g
B, o R BTN T RPN T T S e ol e d g e e 100,00 | 150
Peters, Hugh Lawson........-.-| 101 East 4th Ave,, xville, Tenn. Physici 1884 | Perr t partial, 59 per cent.... 59.00 lm.w
Poll.n-d, Emmett SRS Graysville, Tenn do 1803 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent. ... 44.00 125. 09
Quinn, Ji 6 sour.had 8t., Memphis, Tenn...... e Co“totg bIIAYOT. analytical | 1860 | Permanent partial, 63 percent....| 63.00 9. 7¢
cotton classer,
Roece, Brazilla Carroll Bmler, Tenn School-teach 1809 | Per t partial, 30 per cent.... 39. 00 125,
! Lemiel L Tenn do. 1892 |_ 20.00| 1250
R, Dantls e ey izl Morristown, Tenn. None given. .. oooeomceaae 1872 Pmnanmt total..ooa ...  100.00 150. o
Shall, Erly-.ovenees ceceesamm-ne| 33 Hattie Ave., Elizabethton, Tenn Soldier.. 1800 | Per t part per cent.... 38.00 93, 75
Steakley, LOUIS. .eeeenmemecccmana] Huntland, Teon_ ... _._._..... san==semss-=| FATMer, general. ... -----1 1802 | Permanent partial, 92 per cent.... 92.00 150. oy
Stevens, Leslie Hw,,,_.,__,____ National Sanatorinm, Tenn None given...........-.. -/ 1892 | Permanent total............... —] 100.00 2.2
Taylor, Jno. Quill__________ -----| 692 Alston Ave., Memgm R -.do | 1884 do. 100. 00 150. 50
National ﬁvﬂla, ...... Office manager. | 1802 do. 100. 00 8.
| 115 Bellevue Bo'uleva:d ump]:lis Tenn....| Bank teller____ . . .. ... 1892 | Permanent partial, 35 per cent____ 35.00 3. e
tal. Memph.is. Tenn....| Laborer- - c.eceeecucaee--| 1882 | Permanent total .. ..occeeooeeoo.|  100.00 ns.n
enn Physician Permanent t.otal ______ emaeememnmea  100.00 125,00
None glven. 2 | 1891 do. 100. 00 125, 00
National Sanitnﬂum. Tenn. . Phy | 1874 | do. 100. 00 lﬁu.m
| Brighton, Tenn None given-....... A | 1890 1‘.-. 0. 100,00 125. 0
TEXAS
|
Algnier, BOY B.romenescnracansas Balphu.r Spring, e s N’one glm.-,..-_-..-_... ms Permmt total. oooeeraeanacaas] $100.00
‘Arhold, Geo. uisville k:.. El Paso, Tex. 1800 | 100, 93,75
Arnold U 8 vetermm WM. b TR Oil-ws.l.l dritier | 1897 ’ l’lﬂ 100. 00 93, 75
Baldwin : Mation Buﬂ%"' , Tex | 1887 | Permanent partial, 46 per cent. ... 46. 00 125,00
J W, P. O, Box 774 Tex.... Mmhan!e | 1839 | Permanent , 87 per cent__ .. 67.00 125,00
ter 215 Corona Ave., San Antonio, Tlex.........| Auto salesman, unssrlde...-. 1801 | Permanent partial, 46 per cent.... 46, 00 125.00
1i 712 Ave. D, B wood. Tex... None given 18&! P £ e =R ¥ 100. 00 125. 00
Bethea, Livingston L... 418 French 8t., San Ani Tex__..........| Naval umw. sallor . o Permanent partial, 45 per cent.... 45. 00 187. 50
Birkman, Fredk........-.-.-....| 824 American iu[adlcal Building, Galveston, | Student. ' 1896 | Per £ Topercent....| 79.00 93.
Binnn, 308 Hoi e o criiaveasies 5222 Lindsly Ave., Dallas, Tex..............| Nons given........-..----| 1802 | Permanent total.....csevauennsnsa| 100.00 93.75
M F | 2100 Lake Shore Drive, Port Arthur, Tex...| Physician 1879 | do. 150. 00 150.
Borden, Joseph L.._... 2411 Monterey 8t., Ban Antonio, Tex........| None given . -.........--| 1866 |.____ dn ...... AR SRR --| 100.00 125,00
rasher, Clarence E____... Kurrvﬂle TR e s LTS do. i el T O TR e L 150. 93.75
Brotherson, Guy L__ 918 (Ansmss Ave., Austin, Tex.... Boldier 1888 Permanant partial, 38 per cent....| 38,00 98.75
Bynum, Willis M__. Box 622, £l Paso, Tex None given._.____________ 1805 gt nals oo = 100,00 | 9375
Cameron, Burr 8. ___ P A SIS do 1801 | Per ent 50 per cent._ ... 50.00 125,00
Uampbeli Robert K. 2701 Vlckg]y 8t., Fort Worth, Tex....ccn... Laborer, lumber yard..... 1885 | Permanent partial, 72 per cent_ ... 72.00 125,00
Carpenter, Eugene R__ ___ 708 Medical Arts Building, Dallas, Tex.....| Phy 1873 ar t part per cent.... 65. 00 150, 00
Carrick, Manton Marble.. 3027 Bryan 8t., Dallas, Tex do. 1879 | Permanent total. . ... 100, 00 187. 50
Chaffee, Chas. L. . e o e oeeeanrs First National Bank, care of the Border | Student 1805 | Permanent paﬂ:!sl, 97 per cent.._. 79.00 150. 00
Mortgage Co., El Tex.
Clarke, Everite McKinley.......| Henderson Sani tarium, El Paso, Tex do 1806 | Permanent total_ ... _______} 150. 00 93.75
Clower, Clifford......... Rt. No. 2, Brownsville, Tex_____.______..._.| Clerk, store_..... ERTEIES 1805 | Permanent partial, 58 per cent. ... 68. 00 125.00
Cooley, Wm. H_____ 1408 34 St., Corpus Chmti Tex Physici 1878 | Per t partial, 32 per cent. ... 32.00 12500
Crittenden, Eugene W 1007 Dunvﬂle Ave, Tex Poultry farming. 1889 | Per t total__. 100. 00 150, 00
Crome, Conrad Fink 1034 West Kings h.lghwasr. San Antonio, | NODS ZiVeN - - -eeeeemnena) 1892 |0 e 100. 00 150,00
Crosby, James H___.__.......... 1626 Efferson Building, Houston, Tex...... .| Electrician 1801 | Per t partial, @3 percent____|  93.00 | '125.00
Crow, Floyd A- ... ---| 2201 Morrow Bt., Waco, Tex Student........oooeeeee Permanent partial, 35 per cent....|  35.00 93.75
& Wm 1036 West Elsmere PL, Ban Antonio, Tex__.| Cashier and teller, bank...| 1891 | Permanent partial, 47 per cent. .__ 47.00 93.75
Dewees, Oscar 8_____. canememnes-| 534 West Elsmere Pl., 'San Artonio, Tex____| Balesman, real estate._.... 1877 | Permanent total _ ____ ... ... ... 100. 00 150. 00
Dickinson, Bertram. 319 Carnahan Ave., S8an Antonio, Tex.......| None glven.....-......,..- ............................ 100. 00 187. 60
Dobbs, Emmett E______ )50 e v R R o S 100. 00 93.75
Dotson, Eugene M_... 1550 West Magnolin St., Ban Antonio, Tex ... do. . aooocioooiiacaaa] 1808 | od0n oo iiaa 100. 00 125.00
Drewery, Walter L. ._....... 801 North Oregon 8t., El Paso. Tex Phs'sicim and aunwn. =4 PR s easvead 12300 125,00
Elliott, Wellwood C.. -| 3312 Altura Blvd., El Paso f leerman.--...--....-...‘- 1891 | Permanent partial, 36 per cent..__ 36.00 125. 00
Emerson, Joseph G.__ .| 207 East Yendell Blvd., El Paso Tex.......| Mining engineer. ......... 1800 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.._. 39.00 125. 00
Ferguson, Guy Hunter....._. EA I 0 7S 8 Veterans' Hospital No. 93, Legion, | No occupation._ 1893 | Per 17 PR il 100. 00 125. 00
Fickessen, Wil.o.ooooaeeoaaeooo- Is'lI!. West Mistletoe Ave., San Antonio, | None given._...... pp—— |- : T - do.. 100, 00 130,00
Bx.
Fiolds, Barney W.eeeeeearencenn 2604 Blsdes St., Greenvills, Tex_ _...oocouu.. Cotton classer............. P by R [ e e Ul 100. 00 125, 00
Fisher, Harry W.. Alpine, ey ___o oo 00 Wyer. 1880 | Per pa.rtini. 35 per cent..._ 35. 126. 00
Fletcher, Robt. §_. 3606 Douxl.na §t., El Paso, Tt gi 1801 | Permanent total......_......_.....| 150. 93.75
Franks, Grover C Catzo o{r H.B. & T. Ry. rmight “office, Hous- Buyormh.]stanlles. raw ma- | 1803 | Permanent partlsl 32 per cent..._ 32.00 93.75
I, 5
153 Kings Highway, Dallas, Tex Btudent 1895 | Permanent partm 40 per cent....|  40.00 93.75
501 South Clinton Ave., Dallas, Tex_...__._ Salesman, real estato.._.._| 1880 | Permanent partial, 54 per cent..._ 54.00 125.00
803 Littlefield Building, Austin, Tex._ ... --| General retail dealer, mer- | 1893 | Permanent pama! 36 per cent.... 36. 00 126.00
ﬁnt. general merchan-
2852 Pershing Drive, El Pm. Tar . ATehiteet. . e 1871 | Permanent total 100. 00 150. 00
General delivery, El Paso, Tex..............| None given . .--oocoeeen...! 1801 ... T 100. 00 93. 75
Margaret, Tex_ ... --do 1886 | e e 100. 00 150. 00
2360 Manddau Ave., Beaumont, Tex...... Civil 1869 | Per 35.00 150. 00
1512 Wyoming 5t., El Paso, Tex. ... None given. .- coooomeno.os 1882 Parmmnt 150. 00 150. 00
Box 1276, El Pnso. Tex. Permanent pm'tlul, 32 per cent. ... 32.00 125.00
Haley, "Fletcher E Box 12, Angleton, Tex... Permanent total .. _._| 100. 00 150. 00
Hall, Jno. O.._... Box 545, Edinburg, Tex... Permanent partial, 45 per cent_ ... 45.00 93. 75
Hunbold Egon G. 902 Montreal Ave., Dallas, Tex. ..o Studen:_ .................. 1805 | Permanent partial, 57 per cent. ... 57.00 150.
Heckler, ‘Chas. B ... U. 8. veterans’ hospital, oy, T2 --...---_.-..-.....| 1804 | Permanent total ... _.............| 100.00 923.75
Hen my. Carleton Thos 325 Elsmire PL., S8an Antonio, Tex Amﬁl 1895 |.....do 3 --| 100.00 93.75
Hill, Willard Do oo 2007 Garfield St., Wichita Falls, Tex........ tural extension | | 1891 | Permanent partial, 36 per cent. ... 36. 00 125,
Hills, Delbert D.._....... -| 1821 Washington St., Waco, Tex... . ........| Nmm givan 1877 | Per t total. . 100. 00 125,00
~Hofer, Warren L. _..___..__... 1525 Golden Hill Terrace, El Paso, Tex.._..| Manager, produetive and | 1884 |.....do 150. 00 93.75
industrial newspaper
Pnblimtions.
Howell, Robert Lee__...........| Box 747, Snyder, Tex._. Physici 1866 | Per partial, 35 per cent.... 35,00 125. 00
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TEXAS—continued

Proposed
; Monthly | monthly

com| p

Name Address .|+ Occupation Birth| Extent of disability e | vt

. Year now Tyson-

paid |Fitzgerald

bill

535 Bedell Building, San Antonlo, Tex. .....| None given 1883 | Perm t total 100, 00 :
3424 Montana St., El Paso, Tex__..._..__._.| Physician and surgeon....| 1862 do. s1l:|(.‘|. 00 ‘:}55%.33
P, O. Box 353, Beaumont, Tex -| Btudent 35, 00 93. 75
208-10 Temple Ellis Building, Lubbock, Tex_ 50, 00 125, 00
Chico, Tex 100. 00 125, 00
{ Aubrey, Tex - 38.00 150, 00
8022 Lewis Bt., Dallas, Tex_ .. oceo......| 50. 00 126,00
General delivery, But lam_s Bprings, Tex. 100.00 | 125.00
U. 8. veterans’ a]Legu:m:i~ ..... ---| Physician. 100, 00 150, 00
234 Madison St., S8an Antonio, e 50, 00 93.75
1306 Branard St., Houston, Tex. . ....ocoa-- 37.00 03.75
Texas Farm Bureau, Houston, Tex__ - 30. 00 150, 00
1. 8. Veterans' Bureau, Dallas, Tex__ =< 26. 00 125. 00
204 A., T. & 8. F,, Kans. Office, Amarillo, Tex. 55. 00 8. 75
1206 Indenrusty Building, D! - 76.00 150. 00
Apartments, San Antonio, Tex. 100. 00 150. 00
431 Crosby 8t., 8an Antonio, Tex. 100. 00 8. 75
| 236 West Page Ave., Dallas, Tex 38,00 187. 50
237 Amarillo Buﬂdmg. Amsrﬂlo, ‘T" 66. 00 Q.75
Hills 3200 150. 00
] MOy e o 86.00 3. 76
.gcl) .ﬁ.lk%d R bl G William -y 1;% 187. 50

MeLain, WL B v | Cam . g
1317 Nmﬁ’ﬁ&. s‘:.. El Tex... 100,00 }%.{ '?.E.‘
711 Taber St., Houston, Tex....... 56,00 150,00
Bm: 1133, Fort ‘Worth, Tex...... 60.00 .75
are of S'tn'eivet Instifute, Kerrville, 100.00 | 150,00
Ganu-al very El Paso, Tex_. lgg 43,75
Catarma, T 187.50
014 CsmuonSt-.Dallal,Tu.-- 30, 00 3. 75
1819 Sayle St., Green Tex 3 100. 00 125, 00
3532 Noble Ave,, Dallas, Tex..._____________ C 38.00 125.00

Care of First National Bank, Houston, Tu-- t partial, 35. 00 125,
U 8. Vatu:ns‘HuapitnlNe 93, Legion, Tex.| N 100. 00 125. 00
........................... Perm partial 30. 00 125,00
Bl.g,l’ost Office Bullding, Dallas, Tex. Permsnent partial 32.00 150. 00
'r Building, Fort Worth, Permanent partia 44.00 125,00

ax.
8an B 4l e e SR e S Not ﬂvm 1888 | Pern t total ¢ 100.00 150, 00
Hmdridm ‘Law Sapatorium, Box 562, El 3 100. 00 93.75
8501 A r St., Dallas, Tex. .. 100. 00 125,00
in, Tex 100. 00 8.7
{ CaTm ol Galveston Electric Co., Galveston, 82,00 .75
‘ex.
1407 South Adams Bt., Fort Worth, Tex_._.. 100. 00 150.00
-{ Roosavelt, Tex__.____ 100. 00 150. 00
801 Rio Grande St. Bookkeep 1885 t partial, 35 per cent. ... 35,00 187. 50
CmdSanhs.ﬁO meerc.lim Balesman, real estate_.____ 1802 Permmpuﬁnl 30 per cent__ .. 30.00 93.75
36.00 125.00
............................................. 100. 00 150. 00
60. 00 125.00
54.00 93.75
Binclair, Wm. Carl..... 100. 00 1.7
Bmith, Edw. Coombs, jr.. B, Dallar, Tex_ oo ool 100. 00 150. 00
Bmith, Viony Leander___ 8 52.00 150,00
pencer, 7+ uepaani e Tl o m R e 60,00 125. 00
P 1817 Austin Ave., Waco, Tex_. 45, 00 150. 00
'io, John Box 1352, Ranger, Tex. . .. - ccccescascsncn 100. 00 150. 00
Starnes, Mert H..... m Brnld“ Lubbock, Tex. i 1889 | ___. do-_ 100. 00 125,00
Stell, Leonard Swan, 50. 00 93.75
Btiller, Geo. M ___ | 501 bfmhna Bt., El Paso, Tex._ 35,00 98. 76
Btrong Aol 2714 Reagal Sts‘ﬁalinm, e 121_}% ﬁg
n St., Hy .

"Frank.. 9 Court, San Antonio, 66.00 | 187.50
8 il 2205 8t., Beaumont, 35, 00 150. 00
T 901 Ave., Fort W, 68, 00 93. 756
Thony v Ave., El P, 100, 00 125,00
Toland, Wm. A____.. 214-218 Keystone B 16. 50 187. 50
Tomlin, Morell_._.... 7000 H Houston, Tex._. 34.00 150. 00
Tongate, Jas. Monroe_ Box 287, Waco, Tex 43.00 93. 75
Venable, 2215 Washington St., Fort Woerth, Tex 44, 00 150, 00
Ward, James D ... | Box 795, South Benito, Tex. . .oceeeocoona 3 66. 00 125. 00
‘Whisenant, Herbert W u:ﬂ};lus Mercantile Bank Building, Dallas 47.00 125.00
Whyman, La 730 East San Antonlu. Tex. Geological engineer..._... 1803 | Permanent total...___.........._.| 100.00 93.75
‘Winter, deo. W 1401 Blodseu Ave,, | No occupation. . 1879 |..--.do. 150. 00 150. 00
With Lo 1510 Umn ve., él .'I\sx T - Physician and surgeon....| 1873 do. 100. 00 150. 00
Womack, Jesse Lee... na, Physician__ -| 1866 do i 100. 00 150.00
‘Wood, Conan Tullus. ni)n No occupation._ . _..._.....| 1806 do. 100, 00 93.75
W H su:‘ZMai Bt., Smdon A, Dallas, Tex....... | Post office clerk 1885 | Per t partial, 40 per cent____ 40. 00 150. 00
Wi 4102 Pershin Dﬂ Bl Poso, Tex. ..o ... Bleotrielan. . ... ool 1892 | Permanent partial, 83 per cent._._| 83. 00 150. 00
Yar Ingram, 'I\ax. et i Notglven . e | 1889 | Permanent total. .o enneuaae...] 100. 00 9. 75
Farmington, Utah $125. 00
| mNnrqjo st., Bult Lnke City, Utab.—..o—_. iﬁg
amon Uta 03. 75
ny e R a L FRE No. 8, Bo:: 10, Provo, Utah__ 93,75
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Monthly | monthly :
com
Name Address Occupation iy Extent of disability il | umder |
now Tyson-
paid |Fil
b
Vermont State Hospital, Waterbury, Vt PhysllRE. oo vnriias 1886 | Permanent total. . ..........c.... $100. 00 $125.00
88 College Ave., Burlington, Vt.._.._. 1869 0 100. 00 187.50
69 Church Bt. kuﬂ.and, Vi Physiei: Permanent partial, 35 per cent_. .. 35. 150. 00
158 North Wlfhrd Ave., Burlington, V. | Permanent partial, 54 per cent.... -54. 00 187.50
‘West Rutland, V er t total 100. 00 150. 00
Bouth W ord. Vt., Boum No. 1 do. 100. 00 125,00
.| 208 King Bt., url.inmn do. 100, 00 187. 50
40 Messenger 8t., 8t. Albans. s SN SR Permanent partial, 31 per cent.... 3L.00 150. 00
VIRGINIA
Anderson, Geo. J_ .o oonceinnnn n}; Hu;ry Ave., Hilton Village, Va., P. O, | Mechanical engineer......| 1881 | Permanent partial, 68 per cent....| $68.00 $150. 00
0x
Point Pleasant, Ve .. . - oo ool Permanent partls.l 85 per cent.... 85. 00 150. 00
219 West Berkley Ave , Norfolk, Va_._ Permanent total. . _____....i..... 100, 00 93.75
1 Rio Vista Lane, Westhampton, Va____ 1] do 10000 | 125.00
1210 Franklin Rd' Va. Permanent partial, 40 per cent.... 40.00 150.00
P. O. Box 1009, Nur!ulk, Va ................. do. 40. 00 125. 00
ia, Va Permanent partial, 31 per cent.... 31.00 150. 00
1328 A Bt., Portsmouth, Va Permanent total.__...._.....___.: 100. 00 | 125.00
mnm.v’ ...... Permanent partial, 38 per cent. ... 38.00 187. 50
Norton, Va. Perm.nmnt psrtml. 50 per cent ... 50. 00 125. 00
Dowdy, Engineer, Per s 100.00 | 150.00
Elliott, ‘Bamuel - .o ais Physlclm ................. Pemmnent partial, 30 per cent. 30. 00 150. 00
Ewell, Nathaniel MecGregor. ,» Burnleys, Va No pre-war occupation....| 1859 Etotak o o i 100. 00 150. 00
ancls, m.J 11% North 6th 8t., Richmond, e T e i B S e S Sty R T IT 150. 00 93.75
Frazier, 907 East Main Bt., Rlahmond. Va. Superintend ent, stone 1888 l’nrmsnen: partial, 52 per cen 52.00 150. 00
quarry
Gay, Welland 128 Frar.ier Ave., Aurora Hills, Alexandria, | Student 1896 | Per t total 100. 00 03.75
Hamilton, Thos. Marion .| 621 Duke Bt., Al a, Va None given........... ---| 1860 |_____do. * 100, 00 125.00
arnsburger, Warrenton, Va Cotton cln.-mr 1883 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent.... 60, 00 125.00
Heath, Wm. R 819 “rast.ovu' Ave., Norfolk, Va_ -| None given...... 1869 | Permanent mtal 100. 00 125.00
erbert, Juli A 5 dn i fR IO RO A S s Planing rulll foreman_____| 1895 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent 60, 00 93.75
Hooten, "Claude Gibson. . P.0. Bux 1.':5 Lynchburg, Va... = 1800 | Per part: 65. 00 125. 00
Hasbas. Jas. Francis.... = Catawha. ................................ None Even. o i 1896 | Permanent total 150, 00 125.00
Hulvey, Charles N P. 0, Box 102. University, VA, coreermesw-- Mllita.ry instruetor, sol- | 1887 do 100, 00 187. 50
Hundley, Robt. Goeeeeeeeoooo Davis Cl!.niu, Marion. b B RELN e Ll Attomay - 1893 do. — 20. 00 03.75
Hurt, Joseph Holston. .. hoville; Va. it n sl 150. 00 125. 00
Butwnbaflrod Guard { 108 Bouth Main 8t. 150. 00 125.00
Tacob, Clyde H............ -| P. 0. Box 216, Norf 50.00 | 12500
. Page 2 Denver Ave., L; ]{ 100. 00 93.75
Care of Murphy Hotel, Rlchmond Va 0. 00 150. 00
120 South Sycamore St., Peters WY 100. 00 03.76
324 North Union St., Danville, Va....._.... e PR RS R ] t partial, 70 per cent...__ 79.00 125. 00
3401 Grove Ave., Rlehmond, W hy 1876 | Permanent partial, 61 per cent____ 61.00 150. 00
| Ashland, Va i Soldier, boiler maker...... 1801 | Per t total 100. 00 93.75
| 311 West 19th 8t., Norfolk, Va. b 100. 00 93. 75
| 108 London 8t., Portsmouth, Va...._._..... 100. 00 125. 00
Boyce, Va. 100. 00 125,00
il{r Grace American Building, Richmond, 45,00 125. 00
.
100. 00 125. 00
100. 00 93. 75
100. 00 150. 00 *
34.00 125. 00
79.00 .75
100. 00 150. 00
National Soldiers’ Home, Ham tnn. Va.____| £3. 00 187. 50
U. B. Naval Hospital, hm‘folk. ......... 150. 00 150. 00
2206 Eustis Ave., Norfolk, Va..... ... 100. 00 125. 00
Ivanhoe, Va._ 50. 00 98. 75
-| 701 Clay Bt., Lynchburg, Va.oeceercaceaaa 100. 00 187. 50
763 Main St orfm u 40.00 150. 00
429 Granby 8t., Norfolk, Va .. ._... 34.00 | 12500
.| 115 Bouth r.l.mbus Ave. .Manmdria. Va... 30. 00 125. 00
Clifton Staton, Ve ... ... oo 58. 00 187. 50
3208 ELls 8t., i?'mdar{cksburx Va.. 100.00 | 125.00
128 Union St., Balem, Va_..._ ... ...... 100. 00 150. 00
Bnowville, Wl et 35.00 125, 00
Benavides Tex Home Add., Honaker, Va. ... 73.00 125. 00
1630 Bm;rkdey Ave,, Walnut Hill, Peters- 100, 00 218,75
burg, Va.
Tinsley, Ashton Mauapin........ Balem, Va.._ Mgmgw produet and in- | 1881 B 100. 00 187. 50
Tretwell, Geo, B. P. 0. Box 200, Staunton, Vo .. ..........._..] Foreman, construction____ 35.00 125.00
Robt. M. Braddock Hefghts, Alexandria, Va_. Supervisory office clerk.... 55.00 | 125.00
Virginia Electric & Power Co Engineer stationary engine 40. 00 125.00
Davis Clinie, Marion, V8. oeeeeeeeeeeaac.] None given... 100. 00 125.00
Dine Building, Petersburg, Physician 47.00 150.00
WASHINGTON
Ambler, Harry Atwood.........| P. O. Box 206, Concrete, Waxb..... Student, 1895 partial, 39 per cent....| $39.00 $150.00
Angore, Cl v 1318 Harrison St., Seattle, Wash Eh::rric substation oper- | 1895 Parmmmt parual. 32 per cent. ... 32.00 93.75
ator.
Birchfield, Geo. I .ccaceaaaaaas 1424 4th Ave., Seattle, Wash.......... o Physlelan. ... oauccaniras -] 1882 Permanent partia], 40 per cent. ... 40.00 150.00
Boley, mﬁe Rt. No. 1, Bellevue, Wash_ __._........... ~-| None given_-_--222777 1885 | Permanent total-.—...oomn-rvnov 100,00 | 150.00
Burson, .| 6540 Palm.ine Ave., B-auule, Wash do... 1860 | do 100. 00 150. 00
Chase, Cllﬂo P. O. Box 1305, Wmtchuo, Wash___ ... Civil engineer and sar- | 1885 | Permanent partial, 38 per cent. ... 33.00 187. 50
veyor.
Sulte No. 3, Miller Bld%’ Ynktma, Wash___| % ki 1806 | Per pan.{nl, 3T percent._... 37.00 .75
Wnldori Hotel, 7th and Wash.| Clerk, R. and C..... 1876 | Per tal . 100, 00 9. 75
Rt. 1T 100. 00 9. 75
100.00 150, 00
95.00 150, 00
63. 00 150. 00
250. 00 93.75
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Bhisler, George. i
Bnider, Robert J....cceeeceeennar
Btasel, B (&)

8t.,
56 14th 8t., W

Permanent partial, 78 per uens.-..
Permanent partial

a8E8HE & 88883 I

WASHINGTON—continued
Proposed
mthly monthly
Name Address Occupation B”Mh" Eaxtent of disability n’.mI : u?:?‘lyu'
paid |Fitsgmrala
bill
FOMW Stuart Gane.....| 1111 1st Ave., West Eeattle, Wash Student 16585 Permanent total ... .. ocooocee-
Gaston, Cmol Mcc?'gnmk Bteamship Co., Pier B, X 1889 | Per t partial, 50 per cent.... “ﬁg ’%;ﬁ
Gish, Daniel B.....ueeeceneanan.| 5508 22d 5t. NW., Beattle, Wash 1888
oy e !21 West 24th Bt.. 8 Washoo oo 1897 333 I%%'
Hamle Abner James Jls, Wash. . 1892 100. 00 93. 76
Harl, eloss Gobin....-.oooooen. Uwﬂmvw American Lake, 1895 20,00 .75
Hiddleson, Roy Dee......ccenaux 1115 4th Ave., Beattle, Wash....coaemnneaa-. None given 1801 do 100, 00 "
Hofl, Einar. 7 Uw o veterans’ hospital, American Lake, --do. 1881 do 100, 00 L%Og
as!
Horr, Ralph A- . ceuvvemovanen-n-| 2354 43d Ave. Nori-h, Wnsh ......... Lawyer__ 1884 t partial, 55 pereent._..|  48.12 125. 00
Arthur August 1323 Bernard St., Bpokane, Wash._ .« eoeeee. Brakeman, railroad. ... 1888 Pa-manm Erﬂnl,& W)
Hym‘ls. urc U 8. Ve%g::gs’ ’Hospﬂal f%. 94, American | Civil engineer. 1889 s 1&% %32
Rt. Ng'. 1, box 203, Port Blakely, Wash..... No pre-war occupation._..| 1882 |_____ 100, 00 150. 00
H@Swﬁmm Ave. and Marion Bt., store. 1880 Pumamntpnrtlll,mperoent...- 40.00 .78
105 Security Building, Seattls, Wash.._.._.. 1805 | Permanent total_ .___.__.___.._._. 100,00
1000 11th Ave. Nnﬂ;ﬁ Beattle, Wash_______.| F 1803 | Permanent partial, 36 per cent_.._. 36. 00 1%#;
Montesano, Wash 1882 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent_...| 50,00 .75
mi.nmm Co. woésh‘Amerlcn, Colman 1805 | P partial, 86 per cent_.__| 86.00 125, 00
uu wes: onroe sr... Spokane, Wash____._ 1897 Pem:snant partial, 35 cent.... 35.00 93. 75
305 Bellev‘ns.wﬁ#orth. Apartment No. 300, 1881 | Per partial, Bmunt...-. 68, 125, 00
L Buitdjng,'sd and James Sts., Seattle, 1800 | Permanent partial, 98 per cent.... 96. 00 125,00
UWB Veterans’ Hospital No. 85, Walla | No occupation............| 1804 | Permanent total_ . _.......________ 100. 00 93.75
Bulli .Miuhell Sandorn. 2333 494'St. SW., Seattle, Wash_ E 1893 | Permanent partial, 70 il 70. 00
T,ylﬁr“f’ Verne Lee. .ccueuemcacca- U. ng:’mwm Hospital No. 94, American | No occupation 1803 | Per t total. o 100. 00 %;}
Tyre, Harrison H. o oooeamaeneas] 7835 11th Ave., NE., Seattle, Was!l--..._--.. Student. 1892 rtn 100. 00 93.75
Vickers, Carroll Bruee.... .| National City Bank Seattle, W 1805 |____. 200. 00 93.75
Wale, Garland Barber_.... .| 826 East Nova St. Spohne. Wss.h 1890 Peumamnt 44 per cent.._ .| 44, 00 125, 00
Wardell, Henry Richmond. ..... Uﬁh‘i’ ‘eterans’ Hospital No. 94, American | Soldi 1888 | Permanent total ... __.._.._....}| 100. 00 150. 00
‘Ware, Thomas Grant._...-cea-.- 430 West 24th St., Spokane, Wash_____._____ 1804 Parmanent tial, 82 percent....| 82.00 9.
'ﬁ":lm’lmnn, Edwin W___. 3 U.“_B.hvemm' hospital, Walla Walla, | 1889 W ______ If __________ 100. 00 gg‘;g
. ash.
Yeager, Harry Gilmer.. .| Immigration Station, Seattle, Wash.........| 1878 | Permanent partial, 75 per cent.... 75.00 125. 00
WEST VIRGINIA
Bates, Charles L. - .couneuinanaan Smithfield, W. Not given Permanent total......____________| $100.00 25.00
Berthold, Arthar V. ... Ca‘? u{r West Virxinh Rail Co., Huntington, e 1891 | Permanent partial, 37 per cent.... ’187. (1] :}xﬁ. 00
Bowman, Iupby______________.. 38 Maple Ave., Woodlawn, Wheelins,w Va. Salasmnagr...-.--..._.._ 1892 | Permanent pu-ﬁnl,sopermm‘.____ 30. 00 93.75
George G-.. St C No fon 1884 nt partial, 66 per cent....| 66.00 150. 00
Butler, Btanley C.. E emcccmmeceane--| 1885 | Permanent {urti&l, 44 per cent.... 4. 00 125. 00
C Ha; Notgiven.__..............| 1863 | Permanent fotal. .. ... 100. 00 3.
Friel, William W__..___ Coace 30. 00 125. 00
Godbey, Martin Van B Ph; e amp e rsanma] A D0 150. 00
| ndree,
A - 129 Thnmpson st., Clarhhwx. W.Va Not given Permanent partial, 34 per cent. ... 34.00
Haan, Albert E_... | Hunt , W. Va Salesman, no samples_.___| 1808 | Permanent pnrv.ial, 44 per cent. ... 44. 00
Harry T Peach k, Logan Co., W. VL....-....-. Dentist. . ...ccoeeacanasas] 1876 | Permanent total. ... ... __ 100. 00
Hamilton, Lewis 8._. 251 Chestnut St Morgantown, --n--| Student 1895 ’ermmnnxpuﬂll, 52 per cent.... 52.00
THarrison, Edmund L U.8. Veterans' iiurmu, Lharleston. W.Va_| Physieian_______"_"""""""| 1863 | Permanent w‘tm, 55percent__..| 55.00
Jones, Thomas W...______ """ Mason City, W. VB..:mreemmmscmmnnmnannn Accountant. 1873 | Per total. . 100,00
509 Milfort ét clarubm-g 1805 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent.....|  50.00
Kearns, M__JTITTTITTT] 2314 Wash mston Ohasleston, W, Va-——:| Not given s s 1869 | Permanent total. ... 100. 00
K & K Physiei 1883 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent._.._ 00
bert, A ?19 Second Avu South Charleston, W. Va..|-ccaa@00ce e cceeaeae 1878 t partial, 72 per cent..... 00
a Pophr Ave., Wood]awn, W‘bﬁlna. W. | No pation given 1886 | Per t partial, 30 per cent..... 00
815 I4th St., Huntington, W. Va_____....__. Miner, laborer. ... ______. 1806 | Permanent partial, 50 cent_____} 00
Morgantown, W. Va Dentlet.. ... . 1890 | Permanent pa:tlal,ﬁ ﬁ cent..... 00
2841 3d Ave., Huntington, W. Va... Physici 1886 | Permanent total. ... ... 100, 00
Bt. Albans, W. V8. .. oeoneeoiomonn oo No oecupation 1505 pamal. 40 per cent.... 00
T 2= T A e station, Roanville, Roancke, W. | Fhy 1876 Pmant partial, 64 per cent._... 00
Park, Clermont E. o ecoeececee C%r 8th and Market Sts., Parkersburg, W. [.....do. 1871 | Per t partial, 30 per cent.... 00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00

Btewart, Melville_. . .co.o.c
Trump, Chas. Baml

Walters, John O coooeeaeeee

Waeltner, Fred Po... oo | 42

BE B B BB BuSpagy g 288as Bps
g8 8 8 8

BE B B 8B sBsEsss B BSE¥s pREEsEEEREER
88 £ 8 o 888:888888

W. Va f . ‘ermanent partial, 37 per cent....
Bﬁtﬁnm State Hospital, Huntington, Stal:e Hospiml Buperin- | 1892 | Permanent total . ...} 1
204 Oney 8t., Charleston, W. Va. Aﬂllalieoowh ............. 1894 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent_...
Olcl Nnﬂqnnl Building, Martinsburg, Lo B e 1891 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent....|
Bmlsm,wm!amson,w i) s e Ins) s material and | 1892 | Permanent partial, 33 per cent....
glu Ecxgitrnnxn Bs%k Summers and quysk?nn...: ............. 1889 | Permanent partial, 42 per cent__..
0 Box 245, Bl , W. V- Permanent partial, 34 per cent_...
mahmu Huntington, W. Va Parma_imnt partial, 38 per cent....
WISCONSIN
Box 176, Delafield, Wis. ... cceoeeeecaeeeeaa $0. 00
717 5th 8t., Men i e 45. 00
5601 Gtaenﬁdd, West A Wis 100. 00
W, Memorial Hospital, Mendota, 100, 00

00
5
75
9
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wiscoNsiN—continued
Proposed
Monthly | monthly
com
Name Address Occupation Birth Extent of disability &
FHae now Tyson-
paid m:ﬁm
Boerke, Edison M......cocee....| 620 Burlaigh St annuhoe. Wis. Bchool-teach 1893 | Permanent partial, 62 per cent....| $62.00 | $125.00
Darneider, Frances A .| 802 37th B Student, 1803 37 per 37.00 93.75
Davis, Dudley H_____ - 480 Nm-th ﬁamwm St., M&dlson, R T e —— | 1896 75 per 75.00 93.75
Dempsey, Gregory. 331 East Cook St., ith 1853 51 per 51.00 150.00
Draper, Stuart L.. Hudson Sanitarlu.ln, Hu Wis No oceupation. ..meee....| 1896 100. 00 93, 75
Eck, Gustave, E_. .| Lake Mills, W Physi 1888 67,00 150. 00
v ” ‘b_. i Amefs[m Legiun Camp, Tomahawk Lake, No oceupation. . . .........| 1882 100, 00 187, 50
Fenner, Fred A__ 2607 North Ave., Milwankes, Wis_._._._.._._ Boiler maker. 75,00 03. 75
Gay, John Briggs.. Ca}gu of mv?sur Democratic Committe, 45.00 125.00
B:jlght w-]harﬁ iggo Wi m'w Bt., mewls..-----...--_ Phpmlsu' mal estate. _._. :g.% %ﬁgg
mes, Benj. Harrison. ......-- Baker k, Racine, Wis_______________ ysidan and surgeon._._ X
Johannes, Jacob Anton_.__...... 500 24th Bt., Ml.lwm:l.lma, Wis 50. 00 125.00
Easak, Loo B ...ooeeeecmcnnnas 777 23d 8t., Milwaukee, Wis. .. Permanent partial, 75 per cent.. .. 75.00 150. 00
Laing, De Witt.....-..-......-_.| 251 24th St., Milw Wis Permanent partial, 48 per cent__ __| 48.00 125. 00
Lindernd, Fritz V,-...........-. 114 Chiuﬁ Street, Stoughton, W Per partial, 60 per cent....| 60. 00 93. 76
Markham, Harol | 310 East Main St., 8 b Nitesctoey Permanent total . __.___._...... 160,00 |  150.00
Marshall, ’Irving & | Lighthouse Service, ilwaukpe. Wis_. ’erma.nent partial, 45 per cent_.__ 45. 00 03. 76
Nicol, Alex 319 East Main 8t., Sparta, Wis. o coacocaaa.. Permanent partial, 32 per cent._... 32.00 125,
o Brisn. Harold Neison. -...... Darien. Wis iy Permanent total ... ... 100. 00 150. 00
Pippin, Ivan.. Isior, Wis.... Permanent partial, 44 per cent.... 44. 00 125,00
Plant, Joseph Naﬁonai Home for Disabled Volunteer |.....do 1882 | Per pn.rti.al. 30 per cent_ ... 30. 00 125.00
Boldiers, Milwaukee, Wis.
919 9th Ave., West, Ashland, Wis._._____...| Farmer________......____. 1891 | Permanent parﬁsl. 67 per cent.... 67.00 9. 75
1337 Li 8t., La Crosse, Wis Permanent total_.______._________ 200. 00 125,00
1116 Lowe Bt., Gireen Bay, Wis___ Permanent pattial. 45 per cent.... 45. 00 125,00
ylor Bradh%. e 214 Clark Bt., Rhinelander, Wis Not given 1895 | Per total 100. 00 93.75
Wegg, Robert T_. Care of Nﬂﬁe B. Weee, guartl.lnu, Wiscon- | Mail clerk 1896 do.... 100.00 |  125.00
D
Woodworth, Leigh J 426 Bostwick Ave., Janesville Not given 1800 do. 100. 00 125. 00
Nordquist, Erie. .. W%ug‘m Memorial oe—pit!] Manduh. ................... 1802 |__._ do 100. 00 93.76
Yor Andmw Hanry £ 1313 61st St., Kemshs. st S AL DD . A 1886 | Permanent partial, 74 per cent__ .. 74,00 125. 00
Zink, 15 __________________ Beaver Dam, W 8aloon keep 1870 | Per t partial, 40 per cent_.._|  40.00 | 218.75
WYOMING
Jobm M s asy Box 281, Midwest, Wyo_.___ ..o ... ... Veterinary surgeon....... 1865 Permxmnt pnrtlnl 66 per mt_-._ $86. 00 $150. 00
Qildersleeve, H U. 8. v 'hosplta! Bheridan, Wyo.....| 8 1894 | Permanent total_.__..__.__.__ 100, 00 0. 75
Box 114, Ch e sl e Civil engineer..........—.. | 1884 |.__._ d .......................... 100. 00 150. 00
Hollan Evanston, Wyo. Physician 1880 | Permanent partial, 40 per cent. ... 40. 00 150. 00
Hynds, John__.__. Buﬂ’aln. Wy G A e - |2 X (o7 PN ke e | 1880 | Permanent ,80percent.__| 80.00 | 150,00
anes, A -| U. 8. veterans' hospital, Sheridan, Wyo Student. --| 1893 20,00 93.75
Rains, Hugh U 8. Veterans’ ospdm No. 86, Fort | Sales clerk, heavy com- | 1805 20. 00 93.75
Riner, H ] 52.00 | 12500
Rondtha!u Harold 50. 00 .75
8mith, William F. or, Wyo. 37.00 | 187,50
Boyder, Otto K... 515 Em 18th St., Cheyenne, Wyo. ¥ 1874 100. 00 150. 00
FOREIGN
Bell, James McK..... Ilha dos Pombos, Brazil.__.__.._... Civil engineer.........._..| 1888 Permanent partial, 30 per cent....|  $30.00 $125. 00
Bradford, Leonard Geo..........| 17 Rue Montaigne, Paris VILI, France. Student. 1804 | Per t partial, 75 per cent.___| 75. 00 98.75
Burgerman, Harry A___ocoeeee.. Cge n{i Glnt:lrfmty g‘argﬂ Co.of N. Y., 1-3 | Not given. -.cocammmoeu . 1800 | Permanent partial, 50 per cent..__ 50.00 93.75
ue de ens, s,
Corcoran, Wm, W eeeeees Cairie of ﬁ:matim Consul, Boulogne Sur do 1884 | Per t partial, 75 per cent_._._ 75.00 125. 00
er, nee.
Cruikshank, Marcus. - .-cveee- Care of American Express Co., Paris, France.| Reporter_ ... ooooceo._. 1893 | Permanent total .. ... ... .... 100. 00 093.75
Daunais, Jos. C. E Ste. Anne des Plaines, Qu.ebec, Canada_____ Physician__ 1867 |....-do .. . 100, 00 150, 00
Donogh, Robert P. 44 Rue de Lishone, Paris, France___________._ Civil engineer__......__._ 1590 | Permanent partial, 45 per cent____ 45,00 125, 00
Christian, Early- CaFm ofs‘tamerimn Consulate, Duhlin Irish | None given.. 1895 | Permanent partial, 55 per cent_... §5. 00 93.75
ree
Gallord, Wm__...... Peleon Roche Fleurie, Alpes Maritime, 200. 00 150. 00
rance.
Goodrich, Edson E.._. 12 Rue Felix Ziem 18 eme, Parls, France. ... 63. 00 150. 00
Hardy, Hi polyte Leon__ 5 Rue Renault, Sant Meade Semi-l?mnce“_ 100. D0 187. 50
Harris, Rog | e SRR Care of National City Bank, New York, 41 100. 00 98.75
Boulevard l'lausmen. Paris, France.
Heinricks, Waldo H...cceeeen...| Care of Y. M. The Mall, Lohore do 1891 | Per t partial, 85 per cent.... 85.00 125,00
Punjab, North Brmsb India.
Kezzolwood, Ge0.- .. .ocvnmecaaa-- Cu];a of (‘lanl}\-{;jm de Penoles, Mapimi, | Rancher, laborer, 1805 | Permanent partial, 54 per cent.... 54.00 93.75
uran exieo,
Kmikallé Chria&ophar .......... Ballyvaughan, County Clare, Ireland._____. Not given 1885 | Permanent total . ____ ... ... __._. 100. 00 150, 00
Kunts, Chas P, .o e eosaan Care of Bankefs Trust Co., Place Vendome, |..... D | Pecomant parual. 35 per cent....|  85.00 93.75
ar France.
MecDermott, Paul E............. Ali]‘g;!l!ﬂ% Express Co.,, 11 Rue BSecribe, | Btudent 18¥ | Permanent total ... . ._.._. 100. 00 93.75
is, France.
McFerland, Fred'k. o oeeeceeee-. uE.l’egr}nyé:s St., Princes Park, Liverpool, | Not given.....oeeeeaee-e..| 1869 |...__ do 100. 00 150. 00
ngiand.
Cmﬂt %Bgnkarf_ Tmsc 25 Co., 26 Old Broad |.....do 1897 | Permanent partial, 60 per cent____ 60. 00 93. 75
.» London, E. C,,
Care of American Embassy, 5 Rue de do 1803 | Per t total ___ 100, 00 125.00
Chaillot, Paris, France.
Ct:]m of American Express Co., Hamburg, |.....do_..____.........__.| 1896 | Permanent partial, 44 per cent.._. 44.00 03.74
ermany.
148 Dru d Bt., Province of Quebee, |-, ...do. 1887 | Permanent partial, 30 per cent.... 30.00 93.75
Montreal, Canada.
American Exprsss Co., 2 via Tornabuone, |....- | (i = s, AR 1804 |..... do. 30. 00 93.756
Florence, Italy
Box 1813, Cristabal, Canal Zone..... ... Student.___ 1808 | Per total. .. 100, 00 93.75
Z| 30 Ellen 5t., Kitchener, Ontario____.__._____ Notgiven.... . oo i 1881 |_.___do 100. 00 150, 00
Ca]a.ar: 31 American Legation, Berne, 8witzer- | doo oo ooeeeena- 1895 | Permanent ;mrtml 75 per cent.._. 75,00 93.75
Apartado 2097, Nexico D. F., Mexico do. 1803 | Per t total 100. 00 187. 50
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts,
ator from Connecticut yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con-
nectient yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator state how
many names there are in the list which he has secured per-
misgion to print in the RECORD?

Mr. BINGHAM, There are about 3,000 names. It will be
seen that in that list of 3,000 names quite a number would get
no benefit at all from the bill, and will not be likely to accept
the privilege of availing themselves of the act. I see on this
list name after name of officers who are now getting $100 or
$150 a month. If they were second lieutenanis they would not
be the gainers by coming in under the bill, and if they were
first lieutenants and suffered serious disability, so that to-day
they are receiving allowance for a nurse, they would not be
the gainers by coming in under the bill. ft is, however, chiefly
a small number-of field officers who will gain by the passage of
this proposed legislation. The 31,784 eunlisted men who are
to-day ruted as having total permanent disability and who re-
eeive from $100 to $150 a month will not be benefited by the
passige of the bill at all: but several hundred officers, whose
rating is from 30 to 60 or 70 per cent, are going to have their
allowance increased five or six times.

Mr, STECK. Mr. President, will the Senator from Con-
necticut yield to me?

Mr., BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator.

Alr. STECK. Of course, the Senator from Connecticut is cor-
rect when he says that a large number of officers who might be
affected by the passage of this bill are in the lower grades of
first and second lieutenants, and that those officers will not be
helped. It would not be to the interest of the second lieutenants
to accept the provisions of this bill, and first lieutenants would
be benefited but very little. A very large proportion of the
three thousand-odd officers on the list that the Senator has just
had printed in the Recorp are of the two lower grades. I sup-
pose the Senator is speaking partly in their behalf, as he has
already spoken in behalf of the enlisted men. I should like to
ask the Sepator if he has ever had any complaint from any of
the first or second lieutenants with reference to the provisions
of this bill?

Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr President; I am glad to say that
1 have not. I think that anyone who would complain against
the provisions of the bill because it did not give him as much
as it gave somebody else, while it would be very human, would
not be doing himself or the country a service.

Mr. STECK. Then, the Senator has taken it mpon himself
to speak in behalf of these men who do not speak for them-
selves?

AMr. BINGOAM. We must look at these things not in behalf
of any small number of men or number of officers but from the
point of view of the Nation at large.

In this list there is one gemeral officer who to-day gets $396
a year, and who by this bill will receive $4,500 a year.

There are 11 colonels in this list who to-day receive an aver-
age of $1,052 a year, who under this bill will receive $3,000 a
year, or about three times as much as they receive to-day.

There are 29 lieutenant colonels who to-day receive an
average of $956 a year, who, if this bill shall he passed, will
each receive $2,625, or nearly three times as much. ]

There are 205 majors who to-day receive an average of $888
a year, who, if this bill passes, will receive $2,250 a year, or
iwo and a half times as much.

In other words, Mr. President, this bill is for the benefit of
the favored few, Having myself been one of the favered few,
who went into the Army with a commission as a field officer,
when I probably did not deserve more than a first lieutenant’s
commission—in fact, I applied only for a first lieutenant’s
commission—knowing that I was particularly favored by cir-
cumstances, knowing that there were many others who were
favored by circumstances, it does not seem to me wise or in
accordance with American practice to favor for the rest of their
lives those who were temporarily fortunate in their rank
during the war.

As a matter of fact, we have drawn up a law for the com-
pensation of disabled veterans which is in effect to-day and
which is extremely fair. It is based on the degree of dis-
ability which an officer or enlisted man suffered—both are
on the same basis—und on the manner in which his wounds or
his ailments affeet his earning power, according to what he
was doing before the war. There are very great differences
in this list. A minor difference was brought out a few moments
ago in the discussion by the Senator from New Mexico with
regard to the difference between a bacteriologist and a chemist

Myr. President, will the Sen-
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both suffering from a similar injury, the one being rated at
29 per cent and the other at 33 per cent.

In order to illustrate these differences and to show how well
we do it to-day and how fairly we do it, let me take the ratings
for amputation of the lower two-thirds of the leg with regard
to different occupations. In the case of an enlisted man or an
officer who has lost the lower two-thirds of his leg the rating,
if he be a lawyer, is 29 per cent, and under the present law
he gets $29 a month. If he be a farmer, it is 55 per cent, or
nearly twice as much. If he be a bookkeeper, it is 25 per cent;
if he be a mason, it is 55 per cent; if he be a stationary engi-
neer, it is 44 per cent; if his former profession was that of a
soldier, his rating is 65 per cent, but if it was that of a physi-
cian, it is only 39 per cent. If his occupation was that of a
salesman, the rating is 39 per cent; if that of a bellboy, who
must use his legs a great deal, it is 55 per cent; if that of a
cashier, only 29 per cent.

Mr. President, those ratings have been worked out, after
years of study, with great care, so as to do justice to the citi-
zens of the United States who went into the Army and who
suffered disability. They have been worked out in the same
wily in the case of hundreds of occupations and thousands of
kinds of disabilities.

This bill introduces an entirely new and un-American theory.
The theory of this bill is that an officer should get more be-
cause he is an officer, without regard to his previous occupa-
tion ; without regard, except so far as 30 per cent goes, to the
nature of his ailment.

Now, let us consider a case from this particular list which
has been so carefully worked out. If a colonel who was
wounded had been a lawyer and lost during his service the
lower two-thirds of his leg, he would under the bill proposed
by the Senator from Tennessee continue to receive $29 a month ;
but if he were so fortunate as to be a physician he would under
the bill of the Senator from Tennessee receive for the rest of
his life $250 a month, It seems strange, Mr, President, that
any Senator could be willing to vote for a bill whose general
principles are such as to make such extraordinarily unfair
differences in the compensation. Those who have studied the
matter believe that the proper difference between the effect of
the disability on a lawyer and on a physician is the difference
between 29 and 39, or 10 per cent, but according to the bill
of the Senator from Tennessee the difference is that between
29 and 250, or 221 per cent.

It may interest the Senate to have another instance. Let us
take the case of a proof reader.

A proof reader who lost his right thumb in the Army gets $21
a month compensation to-day. If he lost his right thumb and
index finger he gets $30 a month compensation, or an increase
of $9. If that proof reader had been a captain during the
war, under this bill, if he had logt his right thumb, he would
continue to get $21. If he had lost his right thumb and index
finger he would get $125, or an increase of $104 for that addi-
tional finger.

The enlisted man gets $9 additional for the loss of that finger
if he had been a proof reader. A man who was lucky enough
to get to an officers’ school and become a captain and lost that
additional finger gets a benefit of $104 a month, or $1,248 yearly
additional for the rest of his life. A colonel would get $2,652
annually. A corporal would get $108 annually.

Is that the American idea of fair play, Mr. President?

I admit it is the idea in a monarchy. It is the Canadian idea.
In Canada disabled veterans are paid exactly in accordance
with their rank—a private so much, a corporal a little more, a
sergeant a little more, a second lieutenant a little more, a first
lieutenant a little more, and so all the way up to major general.
In a monarchy there are grades, strata in society and in life;
and a man who came into the army as a colonel belonging to a
certain grade or stratum in private life, if disabled, receives far
more than had he come from that grade of private life which
would have let him in as a private and kept him as a private.
That, however, is not the American system,

The claim made over and over again on this floor that it is
what we do in the Regular Army is not justified at all, because
the retired pay of an officer in the Regular Army depends on
bis length of service and not on the amount of his disability.
When he goes into the Army he makes a contract with the Gov-
ernment. His pay increases from year fo vear as he serves.

The amount of his pay depends on the number of years he has
been in contractual relations with the (Government and on noth-
ing else, and when he is retired his retired pay depends on
the number of years he has served his Government, whereas
in this bill it does not depend on the length of time served. A
man who served only a week is treated the same as the man
who had served 2 or 3 or 4 years, or even 30 years. It depends
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entirely on the extent of his disability and his good fortune in
securing a commission.

At this point, Mr, President, I ask that the clerk at the desk
may read the very interesting report made in the House of
Representatives when this bill came up in the last session. It
was made by four veterans of the World War. It is known as
the minority report from the Committee on World War Veterans'

lation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the report
will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

MINORITY VIEWS

This is known as the World War emergency officers’ retirement Dbill
If it should become a law it would most unjustly discriminate against
all disabled enlisted men and a large part of the disabled emergency
officers in favor of a certain class comprising a limited number of
disabled emergency officers, It would reward men not according to
their disability but according to their rank, thereby violating the
very fundamental principles of our American ingtitutions,

For instance, an officer who incurred physical disability in line of
duty and has been “or may hereafter be” rated at not less than 30
per cent permanent disability shall be placed upon the retired list at
75 per cent of the salary to which he was entitled at the time of his
discharge. What does this mean? It means that an emergency officer
with a 30 per cent disability which originated in line of duty shall
recelve pay for life as follows :

Per month

riga 1 375. 00

g i djl,er genera s%ég_ gg
Lieutenant 1 ' BN .

apjlir =i £ 187. 50
Captain_ .

First lieutenant 125. 00

Becond lieutenant 93. 76

While the enlisted man with a 80 per cent disability will receive $30 a
month,

Yet they tell us that the ex-service men are in favor of this measure.
That is not true. If every ex-service man in the United States under-
gtood what this bill means, we doubt if it would receive the indorse-
ment of 1 service man out of 10,

It even discriminates against an overwhelming majority of the dis-
abled emergency officers themselves. Those who are rated at less
than 80 per cent permanent disabled are excluded from a participa-
tion in the financial benefits of this measure. They are to receive the
game pay as enlisted men with similar disabilities, If a colonel and
his enlisted brother were both 30 per cent permanent disabled, the
colonel would receive $250 a month, while the enlisted man would re-
ceive only $30 a month. But if they were both 20 per cent perma-
nent disabled they would both receive the same compensation, $20 a
month.

Not only that, but it discriminates against the sacred dead, who
“gave the last full measure of devotion ™ upon the field of battle or
have died since the war closed. Their loved ones who were dependent
upon them for support would not receive one dollar's worth of benefit
from this unjust legislation. The widows and children of officers who
gave their lives in the conflict or who have died since the war closed
would draw compensation on the basis of allowances for the dependents
of enlisted men. i

The disabled emergency officers are being taken care of now along
with the enlisted men. They served together, they fought together,
they were frequently members of the same families, and where they
suffered the same disabilities they should receive the same treatment.

But the advocates of this bill argue that these disabled emergency
officers are discriminated against in the retirement of officers of the
Regular Army, and ask Congress to pass this measure to favor 1,848
of these emergency officers and to discriminate against 41,496 enlisted
men who are disabled to the same degree and 6,618 disabled emergency
officers and 171,680 disabled enlisted men whose disabilities are rated
at less than 30 per cent, in order to correct what they comtend is a
discrimination in favor of the officers of the Regular Army.

We are not responsible for the present law providing for the retire-
ment of officers of the Hegular Establishment. But if we were, and
were willing to concede that there is an injustice in the present law,
we would not be justified in trying to offset it by passing additional
unjust legislation.

We must remember that officers of the Regular Establishment go into
the Army for life. They make it their life’'s work; and in order to
secure the class of men necessary to maintain the proper officer per-
sonnel in times of peace we must make some provision for taking care
of them in case they become disabled.

As was said by a former Secretary of War:

“The privileges of the retired list of the Regular Army constitute a
consideration granted by the Government for the consecration of lives
to its military service and the volunteering for life for such service
in any exigencles that may arise, whether in peace or war. The mili-
tary relation requires the officer to give up ambitions, which are the
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rightful portion of every man in the great world outside, and for a
measure of compensation which does not exceed what is barely suffi-
cient to maintain himself and family in the status which the military
service demands; and the law has said that when he serves a pre-
scribed period of time or has reached a certain age or is disabled by
injury or disease incident to the service he must withdraw from active
service and give way to a younger man better fitted for the rigors of
military life. As the officer has not been trained for a business career
or for any career in civil life, he finds himself at the end of his service,
certainly in the vast majority of cases, not only without a profession
but without a competency.”

He also calls attention to the fact that—

“Congress has thus far restricted the privilege of retirement to
members of the permanent Military Establishment; that is, to those
only who have consecrated their lives to the military service, This
is true not alone of the officers but of the enlisted man, who may retire
only when he has served a sufficlent time to indicate that bhe has
adopted the military service as a life career. To those who have thus
pledged their services for life to the Nation, in peace or in war, Con-
gress, as a matter of keeping falth with them, has provided by law
that they shall be secure in their calling throughout thelr lives, and
when they have performed what is deemed a life service shall be
relieved of some of the active duties of service and be permitted a
living pay for the remainder of their lives. This basic principle of
our retirement laws Is recognized in an opinion rendered June 10, 1898,
by Solicitor General Richards and had the approval of Attorney General
Griggs. In discussing the applicability of laws relating to the Regular
Army to the then existing volunteer forces, the Solicitor General said:

“*Chapter 2 of Title XIV, providing for the retirement of Army
officers, clearly has no application to the Volunteer Army, organized
for simply temporary service. This chapter creates two lists of Regu-
lar Army officers—the active and the retired list—a distinetion which
does not obtain in the Volunteer Army. When, therefore, section 1222
places a restriction on every “Army officer on the active list,” it plainly
refers to Regular Army officers. An Army officer on the active list is
one not only active bui permanently engaged in the military service of
the Government. Having chosen the Army for his career, and being
actively engaged therein, the statute properly prohibits him from
accepting or exercising the functions of a civil office,

“*While an officer of the Volunteer Army may be said to be actively
engaged in the military service, he is not permanently so engaged. He
is called out to meet an emergency, and must be discharged when the
purpose for which he entered the service has been accomplished. Unlike
the Regular Army officer, he has not selected the military service for a
profession. He has simply responded to a patriotic call, and expects
when the war 1s over to return to civil life. His term of military serv-
ice is uncertain and contingent. He may be taken from his elvil datles
for a few months, for a year, for two years at the most. The Govern-
ment does not need nor demand a complete and final severance of his
relations with eivil life, He may be able to make arrangements to
bridge over his absence and on his return resume his former work.'"

This is not a new proposition. The Adjutant General stated in a
letter to a Member of Congress on February 25, 1926, that—

“Many bills have been introduced in both Houses of Congress at
different times authorizing the appointment on the retired list of the
Army of those officers who served in the Volunteer Army in the Civil
War, but none of them has ever been enacted into law.”

Congress refused for 50 years and more to pass a law that would
thus diseriminate between the officers and enlisted men of the Civil War.
On May 9, 1917, Hon. Newton D, Baker, then Secretary of War, in a
letter to the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee with reference
to such a measure, made the following prophetic statement :

“ Furthermore, if the bill under consideration were to be enacted into
law for the benefit of men who served as volunteer officers of the Civil
War, it is reasonably certain that it would be followed by other meas-
ures for the benefit of volunteer officers of the war with Spain, of
officers belonging to the National Guard who have rendered or are now
rendering active Federal service, and of officers of the present war not
belonging to the permanent Military Establishment., It would seem
that the precedent established by the enactment of such legislation for
the benefit of volonteer officers of one war should, in common fairness,
be followed in time by similar legislation for the benefit of volunteer
officers of all wars, It can be readily seen that the expense involved
in any such legislation would be enormous.” °*

The additional expense of this bill for the first year would be
$1,190,052, As time goes on the expense will grow. Men will be ask-
ing to have their cases reopened and thelr disabilities readjudged.

Those whose disabilities shall have increased to 30 per cent will be
entitled to be placed on the pension roll along with the others. And
we had just as well admit that this is a permanent pension that we are
being asked to allow to these disabled emergency officers. The chances
are that we will soon be asked to reduce the degree of disability to 20
per cent, then to 10 per cent, and finally to wipe it out altogether, and
to ultimately place the ex-officers on a pension status as officers instead
of leaving them to be treated in the same manner as enlisted men. The
enlisted men outnumber the officers overwhelmingly, and already some
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of them are asking that they be given the benefits of this retirement
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aet in ease it passes, and that they be retired as second lientenants
Suppose pressure should be brought to bear upon Congress later to wipe
out some of the diseriminations of this measure by giving the enlisted
men the retirement or pension status of second lieutenant. TUltimately
the pereentage requirement as to their disabilities would disappear.
Who can tell what the ultimate expense to this Government such &
pension policy would bring?
This bill is just the opening wedge. It is lifting the latch to the
floodgates of expenditure, the consequences of which no one can foretell.
We regret very much that we are unable to agree with the majority

of the committee that reported this bill out. But in justice to the
enlisted men, who are just as patriotic and just as deserving as the
officers ; in justice to the many thousands of disabled emergency officers
whose disabilities are rated at less than 30 per cent; in justice to the
widows and orphans of those who made the supreme sacrifice; in justice
to the taxpayers of the United States, on whose shoulders the burden of
these expenditures would rest, we respectfully dissent from the views of
the majerity and submit that this bill ought not to become a law.

J. E. RANKIN,

Birp J, VINCESNT,

J. L. MILLIGAN,

8. J. MONTGOMERY.

Mr, TYSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Connecticut yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr., BINGHAM, 1 yield.

Mr. TYSON. I ask unanimous consent fo have inserted in
the Recorp the majority report made just before the minority
report the Senator has had read.

Mr. BINGHAM. Would the Senator be willing to have that
jnserted somewhere else than in the middle of my speech?

Mr. TYSON. Of course, if the Senator objects, I can have
it inserted elsewhere. It seems to me that the Senator ought
to be willing that both reports should be put in at the same
time.

Mr. BINGHAM. If the Senafor asks to have it printed as
a part of his remarks, when he has the floor, I shall be very
glad if he-will do so.

Mr, TYSON. If the Senator objects, of course, I can not
have it put in.

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not object; I simply do not want it
put in the middle of my remarks any more than I would wel-
come a long speech in the middle of my remarks, .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that
under the rules the document would be printed in the Appendix,
unless there were special request made otherwise.

Mr. TYSON. That being the case, the Senator realizes the
argument would never be seen; therefore he denies the right
and privilege of having the arguments on the other side appear
at a time when they can be made useful and effective.

‘Mr. BINGHAM. No; I do not object to any argument being
printed on the other side at all. I merely desire to have in-
serted in my speech the arguments against the bill. I shall be
very glad if the Senator will bave that report printed imme-
diately following my speech.

‘Never having qualified as an authority on retired officers’
legislation, and yet having expressed certain opinions with re-
gard to it and what it means, it oceurs to me that those who
are interested in studying this subject might be glad to have
the opinion of a great Secretary of War, who studied this sub-
ject very carefully, and who put his opinions in a letter ad-
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation on March 5, 1924. I shall not ask to have
the entire letter read, but only that part which I have marked
relating to retired officers.

Mr. EDGE. Would not the Senator prefer to have unani-
mous consent to have it inserted in his speech without reading?

Mr. BINGHAM. No. £

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Retired officers of the Regular Army still remain officers. They are
a part of the permanent Military Establishment, subject to the Articles
of War, and as officers have certain rights, oblizgations, and privileges.
H. R. 6484, although it classes its beneficiaries to be placed upon a
retired list, does not purport to make them actual officers of the Govern-
ment or to revive a status as such from which they have long since
been discharged. I believe that this is as it should be. The bill clearly

eliminates any soggestions of its beneficiaries being subjeet to the
Articles of War and to the obligations of retired officers. The hill
would appear to make its beneficiaries subject to the privileges of re-
tired officers in so far as such privileges can be conferred upon persons
who are not officers in faect. Some proponents of H. R. 6484 and some
of its beneficlarles may take a contrary view.

In order that the Con-

comm understanding of the privileges granted, it is belleved the
privileges to be conferred should be clearly stated in the bill rather than

covered, as the bill is now drafted, by language that may be variously-
interpreted and that may, therefore, lead to dissatisfaction.

The privileges of retired officers of the Regular Army, not dependent
solely upon their being officers in fact, are few in number. Those of
any consequence are the privilege of wearing the uniform and retaining
the title of their rank, the privilege of purchasing supplies at Army
sales storeg, and the privilege of receiving medical treatment at places
where such is available. The first of these privileges is conferred by
law and the others by regulation. An enumeration of these privileges
in the law, in case you belleve they should be econferred, would greatly
clarify the matter. Such enumeration would have another decided
advantage, I. e., it would avoid linking together, by common privileges,
of two distinct classes of individuals. Such a legal alllance of these
classes may prove an obstacle to good administration should it be found
necessary or desirable at any time to increase or decrease the privileges
of either class.

Having covered the two matters in which the War Department is
directly concerned in administration, this report might well be closed
were it not for the fact that a prinelple is involved which vitally
affects the Military Establishment and the national defense,

In privileges, in compensation, and in their actual status the bIIl
departs from the equality it purports to establish between regular and
emergency digabled officers. The difference as to official status has
already been pointed out. As an example of the inequality in privileges
the emergency officer is to have all the privileges of the regular
officer and, in addition, he is to have all the privileges of hospitaliza-
tion and medical treatment authorized by the Veterans' Bureaun. It
would appear that medical treatment by the Army would be an un-
necessary privilege to extend and might be productive of difficulties that
generally ensue from divided responsibility, especially in medical treat-
ment.

In the matter of compensation in general the bill creates a wide dis-
crepancy, which I shall endeavor to explain later. There is also a
diserepancy in those cases of helplessness necesgitating the constank
attendance of a nurse. Under the act of December 18, 1922, the bene-
ficlaries of H. R. 6484 would receive additional compensation not
exceeding $5 per month, whereas the retired regular officer receives
only his retired pay, ne matter what his condition. I do not desire to
be understood as opposing any additional privileges and compensation
for disabled emergency officers that may be necessary or desirable; but
I believe the faet that discriminations are proposed as necessary serve
to emphasize the fact that regular and emergency officers are distinet
classes, each requiring definite treatment, and that any policy of en-
deavoring to care for one class by a system designed for another is
demonstrated by such discriminatory provisions themselves to be an
unwise policy. The disabled emergency officer should have every benefit
that the Government can equitably confer, whether thizs be more or
less than the benefits conferred upom retired officers of the Regulap
Army. Each class should be separately considered upon its merits,
taking into account the conditions of service of each. Whatever is
necessary should be done in a direct manner and without inviting
the consequences of a superficial but not real equality in the relief af-
forded to each.

The discriminatory treatment of the two classes of personnel becomesg
more apparent when we turn to the compensatory feature of H. R.
6484. This bill grants retired pay to those beneficiaries between 30
per cent and 100 per cent impaired in earning capacity in their civil
occupation. There is no gradation in retired pay between these limits
of impairment. Beneficiaries between 10 per cent and 30 per cent
impaired are to have all the benefits of the bill except retired pay, and
in lieu thercof are to continue to receive compensation graded accord-
ing to degree of impsirment. In contrast with this the compensation
and retirement of regular officers as now provided by law is quite
different. A Regular Army officer, being committed to a life in the mili-
tary service and generally having embarked upon such career at an’
early age, has no civil pursuit or cccopation. Recognizing this condi-
tion, the Government has made provision for his lifelong continuance
in the Military Establishment, passing to an inactive status in his old
age ‘or when pronounced no longer capacitated for active service; that
is, when found 100 per cent impaired in the active practice of his only
profession. A lesser degree of impairment does not, and in my judg-
ment should not, entitle him to be placed upon the inactive (retired)
list or to recclve retirement pay. Hence we have the discrepancy of
a total impairment for further active practice or profession being a
requisite for being placed on the inactive list and receiving retirement
pay in the regular service, whereas & minimum of 30 per cent Impair-
ment is requisite for retired pay and a minimum of only 10 per cent
impairment iz requisite for being placed upon the retired list in the
case of emergency officers. Objection is not made to this discrimination,
but it is merely pointed out to illustrate the futility and impracticability
of endeavoring to establish an equality that is unattainable due to the
inherent econditions which differentiate the two classes of military
personnel, permanent and temporary.
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Aside from the differing methods by which disability Is to be rated,
H. R. 6484 would establish another diserimination which may have far-
reaching effects, The bill establishes retired pay at the rate of 75
per cent of the active pay received at time of discharge. BSuch active
pay, and therefore retired pay, will, of course, be that of the grade
attained under the varying and vagarious incidents of war well known
to the members of your committee. Former officers of the same dis-
ability, the same length of service, and the same age may receive
widely different compensation due solely to difference in their temporary
war rank., However, with these differences amoung the beneficiaries
themselves I am not concerned except in so far as they arise from the
fallacy of attempting to apply a principle applied in the retirement
gystem of the permanent establishment. The general laws provide that
a Regular Army officer rétired for physical disability reccive T3 per
cent of the pay of his rank at the time of retirement. But this rank
is his permanent rank in the military service attained under the slow
process of seniority promotion in peace and war. In decreeing that it
should be so Congress has taken cognizance of the rapidity and capri-
cionsness of temporary promotion in war and has eliminated temporary
war rank as a basis for both retired rank and pay. To do otherwise
wotld cause retirement pay to be based upon the unavoidable inequali-
ties of opportunity for advancement in war and would depart from a
long-standing principle that has been accepted as equitable and just.
In effect, retirement pay is now based in reality upon length of service
upon which rank depends and which is generally accepted as the only
satisfactory standard for all advancement and remuneration in the
permanent Military Establishment. Hence H. R. 6484, while purporting
to apply the principles of retirement as established for the permanent
Military Establishment actually departs from such principles and estab-
lishes for one class of personnel a new basis for retired pay. Instead
of equality of treatment of regular and temporary disabled officers
there will be, under the guise of equality, discriminatory treatment.
Certainly such an effect, from a measure which is well known to be
based upon a demand for equality of treatment, would be most unfortu-
nate and would fall far short of being a satisfactory and final solution
of a dificult problem,

If the compensation of disabled emergency officers Is to be a per
centum of their active pay, I realize, of course, that it must necessarily
be based upon the accidents of rank attained under war conditions—the
only rank they have had. But, if this is done, I trust it will be with a
clear understanding that it constitutes a departure from a fundamental
principle of the retirement system now in effect.

The War Department does not desire to appear to be opposing the
granting to disabled emergency officers any relief or benefits to which
they are justly entitled. It fully appreciated their desire for both ade-
quate compensation and some form of recognition of thelr military
service as officers. It belleves, however, that both the recognition and
compensation can be extended without recourse to the retirement sys-
tem as practiced in the permanent establishment. Some modification
of H. R. 6484 clearly stating the privileges to be accorded its bene-
ficiaries and adbering to the present sound principle of compensating
disabled personnel according to degree of disability and independently
of accidents of war rank appears desirable. In lien of a percentage of
the pay of their rank as proposed in the bill a separate scale of com-
pensation, such as one 40 per cent or more in excess of the present
scale for disabled emergency officers would appear to be more sound in
theory and practice. As between accidents of rank attained by war-
time appointments and promotions on the one hand and degree of dis-
ability on the other, the choice of the best basis for compensation
appears clear. For the totally disabled a scale as suggested would pro-
vide compensation egual to or greater than the retired pay of retired
captains and licutenants of the regular service. But it would confer
this compensation without the many disadvantages that I have en-
deavored to point out arizing from an attempt to apply a system that is
inapplicable,

H. . G484 is drawn to benefit a distinet class. It will, however,
establish a practice that may ultimately be applied to the disabled of
all wars, past and future. This ultimate extension is a most cogent
reason for this first step conforming to a sound policy of general appli-
cation. It 1s solely a desire to see action taken in accordance with
sound prineciples, and with no desire to oppose any reasonable relief
for our unfortunate disabled officers, that this report has gone to great
length in endeavoring to point wherein the principles of retirement
as established by law and practiced in the permanent establishment are
inapplicable in the relief of temporary personnel,

Sincerely yours,
JoHN W. WEEKS,
Recretary of War.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a few words more and I
shall conclude. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLerTE]
this morning referred to the fact that this is merely to do for
the Army emergency officers what has already been done for
the Navy and Marine Corps. That is true; but it is only fair
to call attention to the fact that the Director of the Veterans'
Bureau, in his letter to me of February 26, 1927, which was

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4789

printed on page 4026 of the CoxcrEssioNArL Recorp, points out
that as to emergency officers rated on a permanent basis of 30
per cent or more, there are in the Marine Corps 16, in the Navy
185, and in the Army 3,050.

Because of the small numbers involved in the Navy and Ma-
rine Corps, as well as because of the way in which the legisla-
tion was passed without being fully considered, it does not seem
to me that the argument that we should do for 3,050 officers in
the Army what we have done for 16 officers in the Marine Corps
and 185 officers in the Navy is a very strong argument, although
I recognize its force.

Mr. President, in conclusion I would like to say that I am
opposed fo this legislation, although it affects many of my
friends, and I have received a great many letters in its favor
from many former fellow soldiers. It is extremely difficult to
oppose legislation of this sort. It appeals to one's sympathies.
But I am opposed to it because I believe, in the first place, it is
extremely unfair to the enlisted men who served the same length
of time as the officers and who came from the same walks of
life as the officers and who are all compensated at present in
accordance with their disability and its effect on their former
earning power,

I am opposed to it because it is unfair to the second lieu-
tenants who did their duty just as well as those of higher
rank, and especially those who, though totally disabled to-day,
would not receive one cent in benefit by accepting the terms of
the pending bill, but would, in fact, receive less if they accepted
its provisions.

I am opposed to it because it does away with the benefits to
the widows of veterans and orphans which they now receive
under the Veterans' Bureau act,

I am opposed to it because it is un-American. It is based
upon a system drawn from a monarchical country, where grada-
tions in rank and in society are recognized as being permanent,
instead of being based, as our present legislation is based, on
the amount of disability in connection with the earning ca-
pacity of the person affected and the way in which his dis-
ability affects his earning power ; it is based on temporary rank.

I am opposed to it because I believe it is a bad military
policy. One of the attractive features by which we induce men
to devote their lives to the Regular Army is to offer them the
retirement feature as a part of their contract, the equity in it
to increase with years of service, Here we say to them, “It
matters not how many years of service you have had, if you are
willing to go to the colors in time of war with a few weeks of
preparation, and are injured, you will receive just as much
and your compensation will be just as great as though you had
devoted 20 or 30 years to the Army."”

The bill is helpful to relatively few. It is unfair to thou-
sands. It establishes a bad precedent. It is unjust. It is
un-American,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.  Mr. President, I do not care
to delay action on the measure, as I am very anxious to have a
vote, but I would like to have printed in the Recorp in connee-
tion with the debate certain resolutions adopted by the Depart-
ment of Massachusetts, American Legion, in our annual conven-
tion in August last at Fitchburg, Mass.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The resolutions are as follows:

Whereas the American Legion at each of its national eonventions has
overwhelmingly voted to have enacted into law legislation for the re-
tirement of emergency Army officers permanently disabled in line of
duty during the World War so as to place them on the same footing
as to retirement as to the other eight classes of disabled officers who
are now on the retired lists; and

Whereas the Department of Massachusetts of the American Legion
has previougly indorsed the principles of this long-pending legislation ;
and

Whereas measures similar to the Tyson-Fitzgerald bills of the Sixty-
ninth Congress, which would have granted this justice, will be intro-
duced in the Seventieth Congress: Now therefore be it

Resolved by the Department of Massachusetts of the American Legion,
in convention assembled at the city of Fitchburg, Mass., August 11, 12,
and 13, 1927, That we hereby reaffirm our previous action on this legis-
lation and urge its enactment by the Seventieth Congress; and be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the national
convention of the American Legion to be held in Paris, France, Sep-
tember 10, 20, 21, 22, and 23, and that the Massachusetts delegation
make every effort to have this resolution adopted by the national con-
vention.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I would also like to have
printed in the Recorp a history of the bill prepared by Hon.
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Roy G. FirzeerALd, of Ohio, which strikingly illustrates how,
under the rules of the Senate and the House, a handful of Sen-
ators and Representatives can delay and postpone for nine years
the enactment of legislation which has during that nine years
had almost the unanimouns support of both the House and the
Senate, -, : :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

. HISTORY OF THE LEGISLATION

The nine-year history of this legislation in the Congress is in reality
tlie history of a series of efforts on the part of its opponents to. kill
the legislation in committee. The Legion, and friendly legislators on
their part, have endeavored to overcome this form of strategy through
obtaining a vote upon the measure on the floor of the Senate and the
Hounse.

The opposition of the War Department, and the influence of this
opposition upon the Military Affairs Committees of the Senate and
Jlomse, have been the chief obstacles to retirement and the determining
factors in the amendments which have modified the original form of
the legislation and caused the Legion and the other veteran organiza-
tlons to indorse the present Tyson and Fitzgerald bills.

During this nine-year struggle in committes each gide has given
ground. The War Department no longer opposes the legislation offi-
cially. This is chiefly due to the Legion’s acceptance of certain of the
War Department’s demands for amendment to the original retirement
measure,

. Now that the legislation is about to be enacted into law and the
nine-year fight for the disabled emergency Army officers won, some
opponents now say, “ Youn have modified the form of the original
measure : therefore I am opposed to the legislation in its present form."
We shall see whether this assertion is backed up by sound reasoning,
as the measure cares for the officers who have been severely disabled
permanently.

SIXTY-SIXTH CONGRESS

Straight retirement for disability, such as has been extended to the
other eight classes of officers, was the original purpose of the Legion,
and legislation was requested in this form from the Congress in 1919.
The War Department thereupon began vigorous opposition to this
straight retirement measure. On July 17, 1019, the Secretary of
War wrote a letter to the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee
of the House, to which the legislation had been referred, expressing
the War Department’s disapproval of the measure and opposing the
retirement under the same conditions as received by officers of the
Regular Army. The Military Affairs Committee of the House thereupon
refused to report the measure. it -

The Stevenson bill was then introduced in the House on December
8, 1019. The form of this bill was altered in the hope that it would
be referred to a committee other than the House Military Affairs Com-
mittee, which was still holding up the original retirement measure,

The Stevenson bill provided compensation for the emergency officers
who incurred disabilities that officers of the Regular Army received
on being retired for like disabilities. Notwithstanding this change in
form, the Stevenson bill was referred to the House Military Affairs
Committee. !

However, on February 28, 1920, the Military Affairs Committee was
discharged on the bill snd it was referred to the Interstate and Foreign
©ommerce Committee of the House; on March 2, 1920, this committee was
discharged and the bill referred to the Ways and Means Committee ; and
on March 11, 1920, this latter committee was discharged and the bill
again referred to the Interstate and Foreign. Commerce Committee,

The War Department opposition to the legislation continued, not-
withstanding the change in the form of the measure. On March 13,
1920, the Secretary of War wrote a letter to the chairman of the
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Committee, estimating that 19,910
emergency officers would come under this bill and receive annual pay-
ments of $31,009,420, This preposterous estimate, being contained in
an official letter, the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee hesi-
tated and deferred action on the bill.

NAVY ACTS INDEPENDENTLY

In the meantime the Legion had been in contact with the Navy
Department on the question of the retirement of the disabled emer-
gency officers of the Navy and Marine Corps. More progressive than
the Army, the Navy realized the justice of the legislation and its
value as sound national-defense policy.

Accordingly, in May, 1920, the Secretary of the Navy wrote a letter
to Congress requesting the enactment of legislation to retire the disabled
emergency officers of the Navy and Marine Corps and submitted a draft
of the amendment he proposed. Congress immediately responded to this
request and provided retirement for the disabled emergency officers of
the Navy and Marine Corps in the act approved June 4, 1920. This act
of Congress removed the discrimination against these two classes of
officers, leaving the disabled emergency Army officers as the only class
discriminated against out of the nine classes of officers who fought in
the World War. .
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In the meantime mo action was obtained from the House Miljtary
Affairs Committee on the retirement measure or from the Interstate and
Forelgn Commerce Commiitee on the Stevenson bill. As a matter of
fact, the House Military Affairs Committee did not report its bill and
:&m bhas to this day reported a bill affecting the disabled emergency

cers. 1

On January 26, 1921, Mr, STEVENSON introduced a bill slightly amend-
ing his former measure, which wae also referred to the Interstate and
Foreign Commerce Committee of the House. The committee reported
_ The session was_then drawing
to a close. No action was obtalned on it on the floor of the House, and
the measure died a month later with the expiration of the Sixty-sixth
Congress on March 4, 1921,

BIXTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS

The Stevenson bill was again introduced in the House and again
ferred to the Interstate and Forelgn Commerce Committee, No hearings
were held, and the committee took no action on the measure, a

On April 11, 1921, the Johnson bill was introduced in the House and
referred to the House Military Affairs Committee. This bill provided
retirement as extended to the other eight classes of officers. No hear-
ings were held by the House Military Affairs Committee on this retire-
ment bill, in spite of repeated requests on the part of the veterans.

The Bursum hill was then introduced on May 4, 1921, in the Benate,
Like the Johnson bill, it provided retirement as extended to the eight
other classes of officers. War Department opposition to the measure
continued, This opposition influenced certain members of the Senate
Military Affairs Committee, to which the measure was referred. The
friends of the legislation on the Benate committee, In order to obtain a
favorable report, amended the measure so as to meet the chief points
of opposition raised by the War Department in the two years it had
fought the leglslation,

THE AMENDED BUESUM BILL

Under the straight retirement measure—accorded the other eight
classes of officers—a disabled officer is examined by a board of Regular
Army officers, some of whose members must be regular medical officers.
If the board finds that the officer’s disability has unfitted him for active
duty with troops in the fleld, the board recommends his retirement for
life at three-fourths of the pay and allowances he Is then receiving, and
he is placed on the regular retired list for life,

Under the Bursum bill as reported by the Senate Military Affairs Com-
mittee on July 11, 1921, the following amendments were made to meet
the War Department’s opposition : ]

First, Examination for retirement would be made by ecivilian medical
officers of the Veterans’ Bureau instead of by a Regular Army retiring
board.

Second. Eligibility to retirement was increased to 30 per cent per-
manent disability Instead of ability to perform active duty with troops
in the field.

Third. The Veterans' Bureau was required to pay the emergency
officers retired in this manner instead of the War Department. y

BURSUM BILL HEPORTED

As amended in this form, the Senate Military Affairs Committee re-
ported the Bursum bill favorably to the Senate on July 11, 1921, the
first time a Military Affairs Commitiee bad reported the legislation,

BURSUM BILL FASSES SENATE

In spite of the amendments, opposition from the War Department
continued, and friends of the measure were unable to bring it to a vote
in the Senate until February 21, 1922, when it passed the upper body 50
to 14 and was forwarded to the House, where it was immediately
referred to the House Military Affairs Commitiee,

HOUSE COMMITTEE STILL WITHHOLDS APPROVAL

Following a long series of efforts on the part of the Legion, the
House Military Affairs Committee finally granted hearings on the Bur-
sum bill. At these hearings the case of the disabled officers was pre-
gented fully. More than a score of them appeared and exhibited their
batile wounds as mute advocates for the legislation. Every recognized
veterans' organization appeared in behalf of the measure.

In spite of the efforts of the friends of the bill, War Department in-
fluence still prevailed. The House Military Affairs Committee held up
the bill for more than a year, declining to report it out. A petition
signed by 235 Members of the House—containing more than a majority
of each party in the lower body—was finally presented to the House
Military Affairs Committee requesting the report of the measure. This
the committee declined to do, and the bill died with the expiration of
the Sixty-seventh Congress in March, 1923.

CONFERENCE OF VETERANS' ORGANIZATIONS

During the summer recess of 1923 the veterans' organizations were
faced with the following problem: The legislation had been actively
pushed for four years, but in all that time the Military Affairs Com-
mittee of the House had refused to report a bill and the Senate Military
Affalrs Commiftee had declined to report any measure which did not
conform to the chief War Department objections. - -
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The question to be decided, therefore, was, Shall straight retirement
legislation be pushed—which could not be gotten out of the Military
Alfairs Committees—or legislation conforming to the War Department
objections, which could at least be gotten out of the Senate Military
Affairs Committee?

Accordingly a conference was called in the city of Washington during
the summer of 1923, attended by representatives of all reputable World
War veterans' organizations, to consider the form of the legislation to
introduce in the coming Congress. This conference was attended by
duly accredited representatives of the Ameriean Legion, the Natlonal
Guard Association, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Disabled American
Veterans, the Disabled Emergency Officers of the World War, and the
Military Order of the World War, and a designated representative of the
Geuneral Staff of the Army,

THE BILL WAS AGREED UPON

Bessions were held for three days. The form of the legislation was
discussed at length. The representatives of the veterans' organiza-
tions present finally agreed unanimously to push the measure in the
form it had passed the Senate in order to meet the major objections of
the War Department, for no progress could be made unless the Senate
Military Affairs Committee would report the measure.

It was recommended that the permanent disabillty rating for which
retirement should be granted be reduced from 30 per cent to 20 per
cent. At the request of the General Staff representative it was further
agreed that the retired list should be kept in the Veterans' Bureau,
although it should also be published in the Army Register. In other
respecis the bill agreed upon by the conference was substantially the
same as the Bursum bill in the form it had passed the Senate.

PASSES THE SENATE AGAIN

This new bill was prepared and officially indorsed by the wveterans’
organizations and introduced in the next Congress, where it was again
considered by the Benate Military Affairs Committee. That committee
reported it favorably, but put back the former permanent disability
rating for eligibility to 30 per cent. This provision was retained when
the bill passed the Senate I'ebruary 20, 1925, 63 to 14, and forwarded
to the House.

XEW HOUSE COMMITTEE REPORTS BILL

In the meantime, at the request of the Legion, the Honse had created
the Hounse Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. They asked
that the Bursum Dbill be referred to thils committee instead of the umn-
friendly House Military AMalrs Committee, and the House accordingly
agreed. This friendly veterans’ committee had already favorably re-
ported the Lineberger bill, similar to the Bursum bill, which was being
held up in the Rules Commitiee of the House.

The House Veterans' Committee immediately reported the Bursum bill
go that it would displace the Lineberger bill. A hearing was granted
by the Rules Committee of the House on the question of granting a
rule to allow the House to vote upon the bill which had already passed
the Senate, The Rules Committee failed to grant the desired rule.

KILLED BY THE LEADERS

Efforts were made during the last six days of the session to obtain
recognition from the Speaker so that the measure might be voted upon
in the House under suspension of the rules. The Speaker refused to
grant tha recognition, and the measure again died, after being passed
by the SBenate, with the explration of the Sixty-eighth Congress, March
4, 1925,

FIRST SESSION BIXTY-NINTH CONGRESS

At the close of the first scssion of the Sixty-ninth Congress the situa-
tion on the Tyson and Fitzgerald bills was as follows:

The Fltzgerald bill (H. R. 4548) had been introduced in the House
of Representatives December 9, 1925, by Rox G. FirzceraLp, legion-
naire, of Dayton, Ohio, Representative from the third congressional dis-
trict of that State. Hearings were thereupon held by a subcommittee
of the World War Veterans' Committee of the House, as follows: Rep-
resentative FrTzoeErALD, chalrman; Representative THappEUs C. SWEET,
of Phoenix, N, Y.; and Representative LaMmar JEPFERS, leglonnalre, of
Anniston, Ala, Following a favorable report from the subcommittee to the
Veterans' Committee, that committee favorably reported the bill on March
13, 1926 (Rept. No. 536), the measure being immediately placed opon
the Union Calendar of the House. A minority report opposing the meas-
ure was signed by Representative Jouyx E. RANKIN, of Mississippi; Rep-
réegentative Biep J. ViNceENT, of Michigan; Representative Jacor B,
MiLLIGAN, of Missouri; and Representative J, 8. Montgomery, of Okla-
boma, all members of the Legion.

On March 29, 1926, Chairman Rovar C. JoHxso0x, leglonnaire, of
South Dakota, introduced ITouse Resolution 193, to provide a rule for
consideration by the House of the Fitzgerald bill under the five-minute
rule, the debate to continue for not to exceed five hours. The resolu-
tion was referred to the House Rules Commlittee. Two hearings were
held upon House Resolution 193 by the House Rules Committee, May
4, 1926, and June 22, 1926, at the latter hearing RoBerT G. Bimaoxs,
of Nebraska ; Binp J. ViNcext, of Michigan; Joas E. Ra¥kin, of Mis-
gissippi; and Rarem E. Urpix, of Indlana, all legionnaires, argulng
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against a report on the measure. The session adjourned July 3, 1928,
without action on the part of the Rules Committee, the bill still remain-
ing upon the Union Calendar of the Honse.

The Tyson bill, 8. 3027, similar to the Fitzgerald bill, was introduced
in the Benate February 1 by Senator Lawmexce D. Tysox, leglonnaire,
of Knoxville, Tenn. The measure was immediately referred to the
Senate Committee on Military Affairs, which held hearings upon the
measure on March 5, 1926. On March 25 the Tyson bill was favorably
reported to the Senate by this committee, Report No. 483, and the bill
placed upon the Senate calendar. Although Senator TysoN made re-
peated efforts, he was unable to obtain Benate consideration of the
measure, and the session ended with the Tyson bill being Order No. 488
under Rule VIII of the General Orders of the Senate, standing sixth on
the list of orders.

SECOND SESSION SIXTY-NINTH CONGRESS

The problem confronting final enactment of the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill
at the short session, Bixty-ninth Congress, was the time element in-
volved, and the ability of opponents to turn this situation to their
advantage through blocking its consideration by parliamentary tactics.

The Senate procedure under leadership of Senator TysoN consisted in
the straight attack, pushing the measure at all times, and endeavoring
to obtain a vote wherever possible. :

The House procedure differed in that the consent of the leaders in
control of the legislative program there had to be won if a House vote
was to be obtained. These steps consisted in the following :

First. Obtaining a rule from the House Rules Committee which would
deslgnate the conditions under which a vote would be had.

Becond. Favorable action by the House steering committee on this
rule, which would recommend preferred status on the measure to the
majority leader and the Speaker.

Third. Decision on the part of the majority leader upon a definite time
for House consideration of the bill, and lacking this—

Fourth. Consent of the Speaker to recognize the bill's spokesman so
that it might be brought up and considered under suspension of the
rules,

THE SENATE FIGHT

Senator TysoN began aggressive action as soon as the Congress con-
vened in December, 1926. At that stage of the session the Tyson bill
could be reached only on the Unanimous Consent (Calendar, although
during the morning hour of the Senate, which under the Senate rules
follows an adjournment of the upper body, the motion could be made
that the bill be considered by the Senate, notwithstanding the lack of
unanimous consent, Under these circumstances the Senate would vote
on the question of considering the measure during the remainder of
the morning hour and debate upon the bill would be had. Under the
rules the morning hour of the Senate lasts for two hours, but as the
Senate usually recesses instead of adjourning, the morning hour does
not occur dally—in fact, occurs only about twice a week and lasts only
two hours.

When consideration is obtained on a measure through the method
just outlined, a vote upon its passage must be had before the end of
the morning hour if final action on the bill is to be obtained. The un-
finished business of the Senate automatically comes up for consideration
at the expiration of the morning hour, and consideration of the un-
finished business ean only be laid aside through unanimous consent.

As the short session progressed the Senate situation disclosed that
the extended debate upon the measure continually indulged in by op-
ponents was for the purpose of delaying its consideration, and was not
an endeavor to bring further and necessary information to light on the
merits of the bill, Senator Tysox accordingly decided that he would
not speak further upon the measure after his opening statement in its
behalf had been completed, and that he would request the Senate
friends of the measure to follow a similar procedure, This method left
it up to the opponents to consume whatever time existed for the bill's
consideration. This they did continuvally, repeating their timeworn,
threadbare arguments against the measure, and when running out of
these, with which the Senate had grown familiar durlng the seven
years in which the measure had been considered, resorted to other delay-
ing tactics, such as demanding roll ecalls, to consume time, and thus
block a Senate vote.

An analysis of the Benate record for the session In this connection
shows the following:

December 17, 1926: Tyson bill automatically came before the Senate
on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. Consideration objected to by
Senator Reep of Pennsylvania, thus preventing a vote.

January 8, 1927: Consideration under unanimous consent objected
to by Senator BixeHAM, of Connecticut, and Senator Kixe, of Utah.
Benator TysoN thereupon moved that, notwithstanding the objection,
the bill be considered, the Chair ruling that such a motlon was In
order, Senator BixgHAM then announced that he would appeal from
the ruling of the Chair. After much debate had been consumed mpon
this latter motion, it was apparent that no further time during the
morning hour existed for conslderation of the measure, and both motlou
were thereupon withdrawn.
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January 11, 1927: Senater Tysox during the morning hour moved
consideration of the Tyson bill, Senator BiNgHAM thereupen demanding
a quorum call, which consumed considerable time. Senmator Tysox then
delivered a masterful address in behalf of the measure, opponents con-
suming time by interrnptions and questioning, including another de-
mand for a guorum eall by Sepator BixemaM a few minutes before
2 o'elock, at which time the morning hour expired, before a vote could
be had upon the measure.

Jannary 17, 1927: Senator TYsoN requested unanimous comsent for

_.consideration of the bill, to which Senator BrxgnaM ofifected. Senator
TYsoN then moved that consideration be had, the objection notwith-
standing, but after considerable debate this motion was withdrawn
when the approaching end of the morning hour made it apparent that
a vote could not be had.

January 81, 1927: Senator T¥so¥ reguested unanimous consent for
the bill's consideration, Senator Kixa objecting. Senator Tysox then:
moved that consideration be had notwithstanding. After considerable
debate the Viee President ruled that this motion was aut of order on

“~Monday. f
February 7, 1927: At a special night session of the Benate, held to |

congider mmobjected bills on the Senate. calgndar, Senator TYSON re-
quested unanimous consent for the bill'g.wonsideration, Senator REED
of Pennsylvania objecting. Senator TxSox then moved that the bill be
considered, the objection notwithstanding. A ¥g taken upon this
question and the Senate decided 44 to 4 that ihe

considered. Senator Wadsworth then spoke against the.medssr
considerable time, followed by Scnator Remp of Pemnsylvaula, wheo
read into the REcCORD a long letter writtem twé yegrs: prior—which he
had read into the RECORD at that Hr “am-ajleged official of a
so-called veterans' organization

P

opposihg- tha-megsure: It was subse-
quently shown that the author of this ktﬂ%;ﬂneu_‘heq sentenced
to serve three months In the eity jail :of’ Los  Angolok after being con-
vieted of having solicited funds from the publesfor.a defunct veterans'
aid organization. A

This was a remarkable situation. Only one opposing letter could be
produced in two years, and that letter from a man sentenced to jail
in connection with veterans' affairs! Senators friendly to the measure
exerted every effort to obtain a vote at this time, but the opponents
continued their delaying tacties and the hour of adjournment was
finally reached with the opponents still talking, a vote upon the measure
thereby again being prevented.

February 22, 1927 : At a special night session held for consideration
of the veterans' loan bill, Senator T¥sox moved to attach the Tysom
bill as an amendment to this measure. Senator REED of Pennsylvania
filibustered against this action. Under the unanimons-consent’ agreement
the special night session would adjourn at 11 p. m. At 10.556 p. m.
Senator TysoN withdrew his amendment. ' Senator REED, however, con-
tinued his filibuster and prevented a vote upon the veterans' Joan bill
that night.

February 23, 1927: Unanimous-consent agreement was reached to
consider the Tyson bill from 3 to 4 p. m. on February 24. Senator
Tysow immediately cireulated a cloture petition so as to obtain a vote
umdotmbrthﬂﬂﬂatthehomsetuﬁotwﬁsmnﬁdﬂlﬁon.

February 24, 1927: Semator TysoN presented his cloture petition.
Adoption of this by the Senate required two-thirds vote, Under the
rules the vote was to come without further debate upon Felruary 26,

February 26, 1927: Cloture upon-ihe Tyson bill was lost by a vote

of 51 to 86. It lacked T wotes.pecessary for the nuwmber to invoke
cloture. 1NE oS,
® * - 1A B B - -

REASON . ¥OR :CLOTUNRE "DEFEAT

The foregoipg analysis shows fhat one ef the reasons for the failure
to obtain the two-thirds majority necessary for.cloture was due to the
jnvariable rule followed by nine Bevate friends of the measure, who
vate against cloture under all eircumstancese, regardless of their per-
sonal attitudes toward the measures involved. While the favorable
yotes of these ning™friends would haye won the vietory, the primary
cause for defeat was the surprise defection of the 11 Senators who have
voted favorably heretofore on the passage of the measure and who in
addition were not opposed to the principle of cloture, but have, on the
contrary, voted in favor of cloture on other measures during the year.

THE HOUSE FIGHT

As pointed out, a different set of circumstances confronted the
Fitzgerald bill in the House. The fight in the Senate had been for the
most part in the open. The fight in the House, however, had been
conducted under cover. A whispering campaign consisting of cloakroom
admonitions and conferences, designed to undermine the bill's strength
in the House, was conducted throughout the session with unremitting
energy and vigor. The primary object of this campaign was to intimi-

date the leaders in control of the legislative machinery so that they
would decline to allow a vote upon the measure. Failing this, the
whisperers hoped to undermine the actual Honse sirength of the bill
so that in the event the leaders allowed a vote, which seemed probable,
that the actual support of the measure would be weakened,
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WHISPERING STRATEGY

The strategy of the whisperers comsisted in the threat of proposing
double-edged amendments from the floor of a highly confusing character
which, if adopted, might thwart the purpose of the legislation. They
were primarily designed to place Members of the House in an embarrass-
ing position. It was the intention of the whisperers to place the Con-
gressmen in the predieament where a favorable vote on their amend-
ments would be embarrassing, as well as an unfavorable vote. This
strategy was designed to prevent preéssure by Congressmen on the
House leaders to force a vote on the bill. While the whisperers did
not succeed in allenating many votes through this cloakroom attack,
it has been claimed that they eaused a number of its supposed friends
to weaken in their desire for a roll-eall vote on the measure,

The chief of the double-edged amendments throngh which the whisper-
ers hoped to embarrass the Congressmen and confuse the issue before
the lleuse was to propose that the bill be amended to grant a disability
rating of total permanent to all enlisted veterans how rated as perma-
nently disabled more than 30 per cent, The object of such an amend-
+ment is clear. It is a continuation of the effort which certain Congress-
men have been exerting to alienate the sympathy of the former enlisted
men from the former officers, and to create a feeling among the Con-.
gressmen that a vote against such an amendment would immediately
bring down the wrath of all former enlisted men, who outnumbered the
former officers 20 to 1.

The fact that sueh a proposal—30 per cent permanent disability to
be made the eguivalent of 100 per ecent permanent disability—has never
been proposed by any veterans’' erganization and has never been con-
gidered by any committes of the House or the Senate, so that its cost,
its effect, or the necessity for its enactment are absolutely unknown,
has not so far deterred the whisperers from their announced intention
of foreing a vote upon their proposal.

1t is unnecessary to point out that the enactment of such an amend-
ment might overturm the entire structure of our carefully developed
Veterang' Burean laws for the relief of the disabled, and that the Legion
itself could mot properly take a stand for or against such a proposal
without a thorough study concerning its probable necessity, effect, and
cost. .

SNELL GOGD AS HIS WORD

In spite of this whispering campaign, the Members of the House
steering committee and the House Rules Committee flnally coneluded
that the Fitzgerald bill was just in prineiple, and that the House should
not further be denied its right to register'its will upon it. Early in
the session Chairman SxuLy, of the House Rules Committee, stated
that his committee would report a rule providing comsideration of the
measure, following the disposition of the anmmal appropriation bills.
Chairman SNELL was as good as his word. On February 15 the House
Rules Committee voted to report the rule on the Fitzgerald bill, and
House Resolution 427, in complianee with this, was reported to the
House on Febrnary 16 from the House Committee on Rules., This
resolution provided that general debate confined to the bill should not
exceed two hours, to be equally divided and eontrolled by those favoring
and opposing it. That, following this, the bill should be apen to amend-
ment under the five-minute rule, and that when the question of amend-
ment had been disposed of, that the previous guestion should be con-
gidered as ordered, and a vote be had upon the passage of the measure.

It should be noted that this was the first time in the nine-year fight

for this measure that a rule for its consideration had been granted
by the House Rules Committee,
. Agtion on the Fitzgerald hill was then deferred awaiting the Senate
action on the Tyson bill, the Heuse leaders having taken the attitude
that it would be useless for the House to aet npon the Fitzgerald bill
unless the SBenate passed the Tyson hill, the House leaders assuming
that the Fitzgerald bill eould be ancted upon without notice at any time
up until adjournment of the session.

The Senate filibuster against the Tyson bill meanwhile continued.
Then two days prior to the date set for adjournment, another Senate
filibuster was on in full swing, which continued to adjournment and
prevented Senate passage of all additional legislation.

Friends of the measure, neveriheless, desired the House to register
its attitude upon the Fitegerald bill. Representative FITZGERALD con-
veyed this information to the House leaders, which resuited in the meet-
ing of the House steering committee, Thiz body, after considerable
discussion, recommended that the House be allowed to consider the
Fitzgerald bill that night, as adjournment was scheduled for noon the
next day. Unfortunately, a House filibuster developed at the night
session against the immigration bill, then under consideration, and this
debate was undiuly prolonged. The only bope then remaining was to
obtain recognition from Speaker LoxeworrH for House consideration of
the measure under suspension of the rules. Mr. LoxaworTH declined
to grant this, Represéntative TiLsoN, of Connecticut, the majority
leader, thereupon asked nnanimous econsent that the House stand in
recess until 9.30 the next morning. Mr. FrreeERALD thereupon objected,
his plan being to Insist upon the House continuing in session until

action on his hill was had, However, at this point, Chairman SxrLL, of
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the Rules Committee, presented a privileged report from the Rules Com-
mittee, House Resolution 465, which provided that immedlately vpon
the adoption of this resolution It should be in order to move that the
Ilouse stand in recess.

Mr. SyELL moved the previous question on the adoption of the rule,
the previous question was ordered and the resolution agreed to, and the
House thereupon stood in recess until 8,30 the next morning, to adjourn
at noon on that day without transaeting further business,

In this manner was the retirement legislation killed during the short
pession.

THE FIGHT GIEW MORE BITTER

Friends of the retirement bill should refleet that the fight for this
meritorious measure became more intense as time went on. Its oppo-
nents were few in number but great was the power of obstruction, The
chief weapon lay In the rules of the Benate and the House, which
enabled n vote to be prevented by parliamentary tactics. To this was
apdded the whispering eampaign and the threatened amendments designed
to confuse the issue and embarrass those who would vote upon them.

JUSTICE WILL BE GRANTED SURVIVING DISABLED OFFICERS

More than 123 of our disabled emergency Army officers have died
during the past year, dled while their opponents filibustered and whis-
pered against thelr rellef legislation. The united strength of the
Legion is back of this measure—a strength which opponents have failed
to divide—and justice to the disabled officers will be written into the
law of the land.

Mr, BINGHAM. Mr. President, on behalf of the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr, Tyson] I ask that there may be printed at
this point in the ReEcorp the majority report of the committee fo
which he referred.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ordered.

The majority report is as follows:

[Senate Report No. 115, Beventieth Congress, first session]
RETIREMENT OF EMERGENCY OFFICERS

Mr. Tyso¥, from the Commitiee on Military Affalrs, submitted the
following report [to accompany 8. T77]1:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill
(S. 777) making eligible for retirement under certain conditions oflicers
and former officers of the World War, other than officers of the Regular
Army, who incurred physieal disability in line of duty while in the
gervice of the United States during the World War, baving considered
the same, report favorably thereon with the recommendation that the
Lill do pass.

The bill has the approval of the War Department, as will appear by
the letter attached hereto, which is made a part of this report.

Your committee held extensive hearings upon this measure at previous
sesgions and has heretofore favorably reported this legislation three
times to the Senate. For these reasons your committee considered
further hearings unnecessary in favorably reporting the bill for the
fourth time. The Senate has twice passed this measure—in 1922 and
1926—and it has been pending before the Senate in its present form
since July, 1921,

There were nine classes of officers who fought in the World War.
These were the regular, provisional, and emergency officers of the Army,
Navy, and Marine Corps. Eight of these nine classes of officers have
been retired by the Congress for wounds and disabilities resulting from
their World War services,

The only officers for whom the Congress bhas failed to provide retire-
ment are the disabled emergency Army officers. The enactment of this
bill therefore will relieve the discrimination which exists against them.

From the Revolutionary War to 1861—more than one-half the period
of our existence as a Nation—there was no retirement, either longevity
or disability, for the members of our military forces. During this long
period the pension system alone recompensed the disabled officers and
enlisted men of onr Regular and Volunteer forces, -

These disability pensions were graduated according to the rank and
pay of the disabled officers and enlisted men. No distinction or dis-
crimination existed between the Regular and Volunteer forces. The
disabled captain of the Regular Army recelved exactly the same pension
a8 the disabled captain of Volunteers, The private of Volunteers the
same as the Regular Army private.

Similar disability pension laws—providing payment for rank—are
gtill on the books to-day.

After retirement had been inaugurated for Regular officers in 1861,
other enactments were made by the Congress, until eight of the nine
classes of the officers of our military and naval forces had been pro-
vided for in this manner, The disabled emergency naval and Marine
Corps officers were the last to receive the benefits of retirement, it
having been granted through the act of June 4, 1920,

Enlisted men of the Regular Army were granted longevity retirement
in 1885. They have never been accorded retirement for disability.
When disabled, they are still to-day placed upon the pension rolls.

The Congress has continued Its established policy of retiring emer-
gency officers of the Navy and Marine Corps by enacting in 1922, 1923,

LXIX—302

Without objection, it is so
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1924, and 1925, private laws providing retirement for naval and Marine
Corps officers who had not availed themselves of the benefits of the act
of June 4, 1920,

The congressional pollcy of retiring our disabled officers is therefore
well established. But there are other impelling reasons which should
cause the Congress to retire the disabled emergency Army officers.

The gelective serviee act of May, 1917, provided in section 10:

“That all officers and enlisted men of the forces herein provided for,
other than the Regular Army, shall be in all respects upon the same
footings as to pay, allowances, and pensions as officers and enlisted
men of corresponding grades and length of service In the Regular
Army.”

And it has been held (in the case of Yates v. United States, 25 Court
of Claims, 296) that: 2

“ They [retired officers] are in the natuore of pensl 8, the comp:
sation and pay given them constituting a form of pension.”

And In the Digest of Opinions of the Judge Advocate General, in the
edition of 1901, occurs the following :

“They [retired officers] are in fact pensioners and the compensation
and pay given them constitutes a form of pension. They exercise no
function and recelve no emoluments of office, but are pensioned for past
falthful service or disabilities contracted in line of duty.”

The gelective service act was further amplified by General Orders,
No. 75, of the War Department, August 17, 1918, which read in part
as follows :

“This country has but one Army, the United States Army. It in-
cludes all land forces in the services of the United States. These
forces, however raised, lose their identity in that of the United States
Army. Distinetive appellations such as Regular Army, Reserve Corps,
National Guard, and National Army heretofore employed in the admin-
istration and command will be discontinued and the gingle term
‘ United Btates Army ' will be exclusively used. Orders having refer-
ence to the United States Army as divided into separate and component
forces of distinet origin, or assuming or contemplating such g division,
are to that extent revoked.”

Thus by the terms of the selective service act the contractual rights
of the emergency officers were based upon those of the Regular Army
officers. This in addition to the fact that the disabled emergency
Army officers are entitled to the same consideration—as a matter of
right—whieh the Congress has extended to the emergency officers of
the Navy and Marine Corps. i

There was no distinetion between emergency and Regular Army
officers on the battle field. There should be none now.

That the emergency Army officers, who led their men in the most
desperate fighting the Nation has ever known, took thelr leadership
geriously, is attested by War Department statistles which ghow that
their battle deaths were 54 per cent greater than those of the men
who served under hem. A further analysis of records gshow that 93
per cent of the Army officers killed in action were emergency Army
officers, the remaining T per cent hayving come from the regular forces,

It has been contended by the few opponents of this measure that
to retire the emergency officer is a discrimination against the enlisted
man., We do not subscribe to that view.

There were more than 600,000 sallors and marines in our World
War forces. Their disabled emergency officers have now been retired
nearly eight years, yet no protest has been made by these enlisted
men agalnst this retirement.

No objection to this legislation emanates from the former enlisted
men of the Army, or their organizations, The American Legion with
threequarters of a mililon members—more than 90 per cent of whom
served in the ranks—has ten times gone on record in favor of the
principles of this legislation; the Disabled American Veterans, com-
posed exclusively of those disabled in World War service, 90 per cent
of whom were enlisted, has seven times done likewise. No reputahble
veterans' organization has ever opposed this measure, nor do the
veterans themselves believe that it discriminates against the disabled
enlisted man,

There has never been a disability retirement provislon for enlisted
men in the regular service. The disabled emergency enlisted man
realizes that the compensation now drawn by him is more than he
would draw if this act were made applicable to him.

The ofiicers who would be benefited by this legislation are, on the
average, 12 to 15 years older than the men who fought under them.
They now average about 48 years of age. The emergency officer be-
cause of his greater age, had assumed responsibilities prior to his
entrance into the service that had not been assumred by the younger
enlisted man, These men were, in a majority of cases, of the proven
experience Im civil life which justified their belng commissioned to
serve in time of war. The high standard by which they were chosen
is revealed in the following extract from War Department memoran-
dum of June 4, 1917, on the selection of candidates for commission :

“ Bince the special object of these (training) camps is to train a
bedy of men fitted to fill the more responsible positions of command in
the new armies, every effort will be made to select men of exceptional
character and proved ability in their various occupations. While it is
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desired to glve full opportunity for all eligible citizens to apply, no
man need make application whose record is mot in all respects above
reproach and who does not possess the fundamental characteristics
necessary to inspire respect and confidence.”

It should be pointed out, then, that these men did not *“happen"”
to recelve commissions but earned them by meeting the rigld reguire-
ments of the training camps, or, as in the case of those commis-
gioned from the National Guard, who had through long years of train-
ing prepared themselves at their own time and expense and were
gualified to serve as officers in a national crisis,

In truth, the majority of Regular Army officers now receiving the
benefits of the present retirement law because of battle casualties in
the late war, are officers with the same training and identical prepara-
tion as the emergency officers, few of them being graduates of the
Military Academy. On the contrary, they attended the same training
camps from which the emergency officers were commissioned after the
same period of training, under the same officers, and in the same subjects.

Under the provisions of the national defemse act, any major emer-
gency will be met by the aid of the National Guard and the Reserve
Corps, and as a national policy it should be assured to the officers
of these components of our Army, that for disabilities incurred by
them in their service, they will be aceorded the same consideration
given provisional and regular officers suffering like disabilities under
like circumstances, engaged in meeting the same emergency. Fair-
negs requires it, justice demands it, and the esprit de corps of future
armies will be insured by it. :

The bill provides retirement pay of 75 per cent of the compensa-
tion paid at time of discharge from active service to emergency Army
officers who incurred permanent disability of 30 per cent or more as
a result of their service during the World War.

It is believed that this degree of disability in the keen competition
of civil life, is on the average, the equivalent of the * incapacitated
for active service,” which is the basis of retiring officers from the
Regular Establishment on account of disability.

The bill gives to the disabled emergency Army officers the privileges
of those now on the retired list ; that is, to use the title of their rank,
to wear the uniform, to medical treatment at Army hospitals, to pur-
chase supplies at Army suales stores, etc,

It has been advanced that this legislation fails to provide for the
widows and children of emergency officers who gave their lives in
conflict or who have died since the war. The existing law which
cares for these dependents is in nowise changed by this act. De-
pendents of emergency officers killed in the war have always received
the same compensition as the dependents of officers of the regular
forces who were killed in the war.

The number of disabled emergency Army officers to be benefited
by this proposed act, fogether with its costs, are shown in the ap-
pended letter and table from the Director of the Veterans' Bureau,
dated Janunary 19, 1928, which are made a part of this report.

The bill provides that the act be administered by the Veterans'
Burcau, which has the medical records of the beneficiaries. The
bureau will likewise be charged with the funds, relieving the War
Department in this connection. Application for retirement shall be
made within one year from the approval of this act. These provisions
remove objections to the legislation, which prior to their inclusion in
the measure, the War Department did not favor.

A list will be furnished for and published in the Official Army
Reglster, to which no objection is made.

JANUARY 21, 1028,
Hon. Davip A. REED,
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs,
United Slates Senate.

Deir SExaTor REep: In compliance with your regquest of January
9, 1028, 1 am pleased to submit the following report on 8. 777.

The subject of the proposed legislation is “A bill making eligible for
retirement, under certain conditions, officers and former officers of the
Army of the United States, other than officers of the Regular Army,
who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in the service
of the United States during the World War.”

Under existing law the regular officer is granted the rights of retire-
ment on account of physical disabilities incurred In line of duty,
whereas the emergency officer must look, if so disabled, to the relief
afforded by the war risk insurance act as amended.

8. 777 is identical in wording with 8, 3027 of the Sixty-ninth Con-
gress, on which I made a report to the Committee on Military Afairs,
United States Senate, under date of March 4, 1926. The War Depart-
ment's attitude on this legislation remains as expressed in that letter.

In my letter of March 4, 1926, I pointed out that the principal ad-
ministrative obections which the War Department has had in the past
to simlilar bills have been remedied in the present bill, and that there
were, therefore, apparently only two features of the bill which directly
eoncern the War Department,

These features, as expressed in 8. 777, are as follows:
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1. On page 2, lines 10, 11, 12, and 13, it iz provided that officers
carried on the emergency officers’ retired list of the Army “ shall be
entitled to the same privileges as are now or may hereafter be pro-
vided for by law or regulations for officers of the Regular Army who
have been retired for physical disability incurred in line of duty."
The same language occurs on page 3, lines 19, 20, 21, and 22,

I would suggest that the privileges it is proposed to grant be stated
more specifically in the bill, in order that there may be no misunder-
standing in the future as to the intent of Congress. That such mis-
understandings may occur is evidenced by a consideration of the fol-
lowing status of an officer on the Regular Army retired list:

Upon retirement the retired officer merely passes to a new status in
the Military Establishment., He p to an inactive status but con-
tinues to hold office and the rank incident thereto, He is subject to
such military service as he iz capable of, subject to laws limiting the
offices he may hold, and continues subject to the Articles of War and
regulations governing retired officers. He may engage in clvil pur-
suits, always subject to Interruption in time of emergency or in case
of an infraction of the regulations to which he is subject. Being an
officer of the Army, he continues entitled to medical treatment, if at
a place where such treatment is available by the personnel or facilities
maintained by appropriations for the Regular Army. He may also con-
tinue to make purchases from Government stores maintained for the
Regular Army.

2. On page 3, lines 22 and 23, it is provided *that the retired list
created by this act shall be published annually in the Army Register.”

While I feel that it would be better administration to have the Vet-
erans’ Bureau charged with all administrative acts, the War Department
would be glad to do this if Congress so desires. In case it should
be deemed best that the War Department publish the list, I would sug-
gest that the bill specifically provide that the Vetersns' Bureau be
charged with the responsibility for preparation and maintenance of the
list and snbmission of the same annually to the War Department for
publication. ;

In general, any such relief measure should conform to our traditional
policies ; its administration should be in accord with sound business
principles and the benefits conferred should be eguitable. The deter-
mination of whether these policies are followed, and the cost, the extent
to which and the manner in which relief or benefits to which they may
be entitled are granted to disabled emergency officers or enlisted men,
is a matter to be determined by the Congress,

If any additional information from the War Department is desired,
I shall be pleased to furnish ir,

If the Committee on Military Affairs wishes to have hearings upon
the proposed legislation, the following-named officer is deslgnated to
appear before your committee: Lieut, Col. A. J. Booth, The -Adjutant
General's Department.

The proposed legislation has been submitted to the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget, who advises that it is in conflict with the finan-
cial program of the President.

Sincerely yours,

DwicHT F. Davis,
Secretary of War,
UxiTeEp STATES VETERANS' BUREAU,
Washington, Januwary 19, 1928,
Hon. Davip A. REED,
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs,
United States Senate, Washington, D, C.

My DEar SeEXATOR REED: Reference is made to your letter trans-
mitting copy of 8. 777, “A bill making eligible for retirement, under
certain conditions, officers and former officers of the Army of the
United States, ofher than officers of the Regular Army, who incurred
physical disability in line of duty while in the service of the United
States during the World War,” and requesting a report as to the merits
thereof. This bill is substantially the same as 8, 33, Sixty-eighth Con-
gress, first session. In this connection attention is Invited to letters
to Hon. Holm O. Bursum, United States Senate, on February 20, 1924,
and March 19, 1924, in connection with 8. 33, and to letter addressed
to the chairman Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation, House
of Representatives, on March 1, 1924, coples of which are inclosed.

The committee is advised that according to a recent study made in
connection with this legislation it is estimated that there are at pres-
ent 3,080 ex-emergency officers of the World War who are permanently
disabled to a degree of 30 per cent or more and who are now receiving
compensation totaling $216,436 monthly. The cost of retiring these
men at 75 per cent of their pay rate would be $388137.50 per month,
or $4,657,650 annually, the total increased annual cost being $2,060,418,
This statement does not include 960 officers who are now drawing com-
pensation of $50 per month under statutory awards for arrested tuber-
culosis. These cases, if rerated under the schedule of disability ratings
and found to be actually disabled to a degree of 30 per cent or more,
would increase the cost approximately $118,931.50 per month, or
$1,427,178 per annum.
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Were the bill’amended to provide for the retirement of disabled ex-
emergency officers of the Navy and Marine Corps, as well as those of
the Army, it is estimated that the fotal number of officers affected
would be raised to 3,223, the monthly payment of compensation for that
number now being $231,909, and that the cost of retiring this total
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number at 70 per cent of their pay rate would be $411,595.75 monthly,
or an annual cost of $4,939,125, an increased annual cost of $2,155,1387.
A copy of this letter is inclogsed for your use.
Very truly yours,
Fraxe T, Hixes, Director.

Emergency Army officers raled on @ permanent basis al 20 per cent or more, showing amount of compensation and cos! of relirement, September 30, 1997

Permapent partial, 30
per cent or m; oy Permanent total Total
~ 75 per Cost on 75
Rank Pay rate | cent nfe per cent of
Monthly Monthly Monthly pay ra pay rate
Number payment Number payment Number payment
(eneral 1 §60. 00 3 $60. $500.00 | $375.00 $375.00
(Colanel 5 $05. 00 7 $800. 12 1, 005, 00 333.33 250. 00 8, 000.00
Lieutenant colonel 17 BT8. 00 13 1, 350, 00 30 2,228, 00 201. 66 218.75 6, 502. 50
Major... ns &, 503. 00 91 1, 478, 00 204 14, 081. 00 250, 00 187. 50 38, 250. 00
Captain 154 23, 155. 00 839 85, 620. 00 763 775.00 200. 00 150. 00 118, 930. 00
First li ant 50 84, 234 00 22 43, 85, 1,102 77, 910. 00 166, 86 125.00 137, 750. 00
& d t 827 25, T0&. 00 801 35, 763. 00 888 61, 468. 00 125. 00 93.75 250,
Total 1,797 §9, 740. 00 1,23 126, 696. 00 8, 030 216, 436. 00 38R, 137. 50
$388,137.50¢12=$4,657,650: Annual cost of retlrme.n.t.
ﬁm AN 12= 232: Annual compensation.

857,A50—$2,507, 232==$2,060,418: Annual inereased cost of retirement,
his statement excludes 960 arrested
a0 pnr cent permanent partial.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its c¢lerks, announced that the House insisted upon
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9481) making appropriations
for the Executive Office and sundry independent executive
bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes, disagreed to by
the Senate, agreed to the further conference requested by the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and that Mr. Woop, Mr. Wason, and Mr. CULLEN Were ap-
pointed managers on the part of the House at the further
conference.

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I ask unanimons consent to have
inserted in the Recorp the last annual report of the Moderation
League (Inc.).

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be inserted
in the Recorp, as follows:

A NATIONAL BURVEY OF CONDITIONS UXNDER PROHIBITION

The Moderation League has continued for a third year its national
survey of conditions under prohibition.

The police departments of 602 places have supplied their figures of
arrests for intoxication for the three years, 1924 to 1926; 534 depart-
ments for the seven years, 1920 to 1926; and 403 departments for the
13 years, 1014 to 1926,

The most significant things disclosed by this year's survey are:

1. Drunkenness increased almost as fast in 1926 as it did in 1925,
and somewhat faster than it did in 1924. In the 602 places reporting,
arrests for drunkenness increased from 650,961 in 1924 to 687,812 in
1925, and 711,889 in 1926.

2, In the 534 places arrests for drunkenness in 1926 increased 136
per cent above 1920, the first year of national prohibition,

3. In the 403 places reporting from 1914 to 1026, arrests for drunken-
ness in 1926 were higher than In any previous year, save only the war-
boom peak of 1916. The 1016 peak was 563,792 arrests for drunken-
ness, and 1926 almost reached it, being 559,074,

4. Conditions in the former so-called *dry ™ States are very much
worse to-day, compared with 1914, than are conditions in the so-called
“wet" States. In the dry States the number of arrests for drunken-
ness went up rather sharply in 1926 and exceeded any year heretofore,
whereas in the former wet States 1926 slightly exceeded the 1914
level, but did not quite reach the 1916-17 peak.

The figures for 1914 to 1926 reward analysis, inasmuch as they show
both the preprohibition and postprohibition level. During 1914 and
19135, before the war boom got under way, drunkenness remained praeti-
cally stationary.

During 1916 and 1917, war-boom years, there was a very perceptible
increase, following the known rule that other things being equal,
drunkenness increases with good times and decreases with hard times,

In 1918 and 1919 emergency war-time restrictions on aleoholic bever-
ages (far short of bone-dryness, however) were imposed. Drunkenness
took an astonishing drop during those years. Near the end of 1919 the
Volstead Act went into effect, In 1920, the first year of national con-
stitutional prohibition, there was a further drop which the 1921 rise
wiped out. Bince then there has been an increase every year, so that
by 1926 there were more arrests for drunkenness than in any year
except the 1916 war-boom peak,

T. B. cases recelving a statutory $50 award where the tuberculosis has been evaluated according to the rating schedule at less than

To be exact, arreAs for drunkenness in 19814 in the 403 places were
531,674, reached the war-boom peak of 563,792 in 1916, dropped to
237,101 In 1920, and rose in 1920 to 559,074,

Snbstantially the same rise occurred in the 534 places—increasing
from 281,561 in 1920 to 664,101 In 1926. (No effort has been made to
estimate fluctuations in population from year to year in the €02 places
covered by this survey. At best such estimates would be speculative
and open to suspicion of partisan bias. Only absolute figures, not sus-
ceptible of dispute, are here given.)

It is noteworthy that under the semidry war-time restrictions of
1918-19 there was a remarkably precipitate drop in drunkenness, and
that under the bone-dry Volstead Act there has been an equally abrupt
rise,

One of the interesting things disclosed by the survey is that while
the low point of drunkenness in the former “ wet™ States was reached
in 1920, the first year of constitutional prohibition, yet in the former
“dry " States—Btates which had some kind of a state-wide dry law
before the eighteenth amendment was ratified—the low point of drunken-
ness was in 1919 before national prohibition. In other words, In the
“dry "™ Btates the increase in drunkenness had already begun in the
first year of national prohibition.

Another noteworthy feature fs that in the former “dry"™ States,
drunkenness has now reached a considerably higher point, with reference
to the 1914 level, than it has in the former “wet" States. Relatively,
therefore, the “dry " States are now in worse condition, ag compared
with 1914, than are the “ wet' States. President Harding sensed this
tendency shortly before his death, when he said in his Denver speech
in June, 1928 : “ It is a significant fact that some States which success-
fully enforeed their own prohibition statutes before the eighteenth
amendment was adopted have latterly gone backward in this regard.”

Perhaps one reason for this greater increase in drunkenness in the
“dry " Btates is that most of these so-called “dry” States were not
really so, but were, in the main, merely restrictive. It is not generally
known that bone-drymess is an absolutely new thing in this country.
It did not exist at all before 1914, and substantially not at all before
1917, when the Reed amendment (a Federal statute), as a war-time
measure, made it unlawful to ship intoxieants into “dry " States. Be-
fore the Reed amendment went into effect on July 1, 1917, it was
lawful in almost every dry State for residents to have liguor shipped
to them from wet States. Many of these dry States also permitted
residents to make their own alcoholic beverages. It was, accordingly,
the fact that before 1914 all, and before 1917 substantially all, of the
dry States were merely partially dry; the idea being to abolish the
saloon, not to force total abstinence on everyone, These semidry laws
commanded a large public support and respect and accordingly did not
cause the resentment which the bone-dry Volstead Act has gince
ar d. They appear, accordingly, to have worked much better in
practice than the more recent bone-dry law.

How conditions have become much worse under the present * bone
dry " law than they formerly were under State restrictions or semi-
prohibition is strikingly illustrated by the case of Atlanta. On January
1, 1908, Georgia got what was then called “ state-wide prohibition.” In
fact the law prohibited manufacture and sale, thus outlawing the saloon,
but it did not forbid importation in unlimited amounts for personal use.
In 1916, doring the war, the amount importable was limited to 2
quarts of spirits, 6 gallons of beer, or 1 gallon of wine within any
30 consecutive days. In 1917 a Btate " bone dry ” law was passed and
near the end of 1919 the Volstead Act became effective.
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The results of these changes in the Georgia laws are instructive. As
soon as the restrictive law went into effect in January, 1908, arrests for
drunkenness fell from 6,508 in 1907 to 2,660 in 1900, and maintained
that low level of around 3,000 per annum until the *bone dry” law

was enacted in 1917, In 1919 drunkenness began to Increase and has
been increasing almost steadily ever since, In 109268 there were 7,504
arrests for drunkenness, which is much more than twice as high as the
level maintained for the years 1908 to 1917, inclusive,-during the more
moderate State restrictive law.

Commenting on this condition in Atlanta the Bridgeport (Conn.)
Post remarks editorially :

“Atlanta went dry by its own consent under State and loeal option.
There was immediately a marked improvement in the situation, Arrests
for drunkenness fell to a low level and remained at that level for a
period of more than 10 years under a law imposed upon the people of
the Stafe entirely by their own cousent and enforced with their own
legal machinery.

* Then came the passage of the national prohibition act, and instantly
the drunkenness rate in Georgia began to rise and has been rising ever
since. All the good work of 10 years of temperance under local option
has been undone, the city has receded to a condition as bad as that of
20 years ago, and national prohibition stands branded as a complete
and abject failure in this test. Why ignore the facts, which are so
patent and outstanding that one must put on blinkers of brass to avoid
seeing them? "

The history of Birmingham is almost an exact duplicate, Before 1915
Alabama had a county local option law, Commencing in 1915 the State
got a state-wide restrictive law prohibiting manufacture and sale of
liquor, but permitting the importation of 2 quarts of spirits, § gal-
lons of beer, or 2 gallons of wine every 15 days for personal use, The
law also expressly permitted homemade wine, This continued to be
the State law until it was superseded by the Volstead Act. Arrests for
drunkenness fell from 8,481 in 1915 to 907 in 1916, and maintained
thig low level during the restrictive period, averaging 924 a year from
1916 to 1919. In 1921 arrests for drunkenness started om their aston-
ishing climb upward, so that in 1926 there were 5,886 arrests for drunk-
enness, & level over six times greater than under the more moderate law.

From the cases of Atlanta, Birmingham, and other cities, which
space forbids enumerating here, it appears to have been the experience
that moderate restrictive legislation resulted in greater practical tem-
perance, while the present bone dry Volstead Act has been followed by
steadily inereasing drunkenness.

DRUNKEN CHILDREX

By far the most distressing result of the Volstead Act is the increase
in drinking among boys and girls and young people generally. There
have been reports to this elfect in the press so constantly from all over
the United States that the matter has become common knowledge, com-
mented upon in the more serious publications.

The Federal Council of Churches in its Investigation of the subject
sent questionnaires to 2,700 social workers, and a majority of the
replies received stated that they observed more drinking by young people
as compared with preprohibition times. (The Prohibition Bituation,
SBeptember, 1925, pp. 14-15.)

We think that if social workers as a class are prejudiced on the pro-
hibition question, that prejudice is in favor of prohibition, and that
consequently their testimony, if not absolutely unbiased, may be con-
sidered as an admission by friends of the Volstead Act that this unfor-
tunate condition has resulted.

Liberty magazine made a similar inquiry from 90 correspondents
throughout the United States, and the replies were almost unanimous
that young people are drinking more than ever. (*“ These reports, com-
ing from D0 centera of population, are strikingly similar in their conclu-
slons, They are practically unanimous in stating that bootlegging is
prevalent ; that disrespect for the Volstead law has caused disrespect
for other laws; that murder has become a common incident in the ad-
venturons game of rum running; that the younger generation is drink-
ing more than ever; that drunkenness is increasing; that prohibition is
steadily losing ground.” Liberty, January 23, 1920.)

It is rather commonly supposed that violations of the prohibition law
are greater in New York City than elsewhere. Quite the contrary is
true. The Federal Council of Churches, in its report in 1925, said:
*“ There is no apparent justification for the common assumption that
New York is * wetter ' than most other cities. In fact there is a reason
to think that the reverse is truoe.”

The above chart of arrests for drunkenness in New York City shows
the situation at a glance. The high point in drunkenness was in 1903
when there were 53,308 arrests for intoxication. There was a remark-
able and very uniform decline after that, until 1919, when the low
point of 6,855 was reached. This low point wag hardly more than
one-eighth of the level of 1003,

Baloon were open and legal in New York Clty until July 1, 1910,
when they were closed by Federal law. This astonishing decrense in

drunkenness took place under the legal saloon.
It is noteworthy that as soon as national prohibition became effective
this decline was halted and intoxication began to increase,
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The number of arrests for drunkenness per capita in New York City
nowadays is very much less than in the other large cities of the
Nation.

In Topeka, Kans., the State where public sentiment is admittedly
drier than anywhere else in the Union, the chief of police describes
conditions as follows: “ There is a phase that we bhave never had to
deal with before—the drinking of young girls and boys, and their being
brought in frequently for driving automobiles while under the influence
of intoxicants. It was something that we never experienced before
prohibition. They have just got to think that it is the smart thing to
do. They do not think they are ‘regular’ unless they get half shot,
The young girls simply will not go out with the boys who have not
got flasks to offer or do not know where they can get intoxicants, and
the real popular fellow is the fellow that kmows most places where it
can be obtained. And these barn dances; they are not what they used
to be. They will erect a platform out in the country or in the environs
of the eity, and the boys and girls gather in droves, and soon out come
the bottles and pints and flasks, and they get beer and ‘spike’ it with
their alcohol. There are always dozens of drunks around at these
affairs. They used to be more innocent things.” (New York ITerald-
Tribune survey, 1926.)

Idaho has a very drastic State enforcement law, yet drinking among
boys and girls there is, If anything, worse than in the Bastern States.
The chief of police of Boise City says: " Young girls are going out and
getting drunk with young boys in numbers and with a persistence such
as we have never seen or heard of before. There have been outbursts
of immorality among them that is directly traceable to the mption
of liguor. The excesses that have hobbed up every now and then among
our high-school pupils have been one of the most alarming phases of
the situation in this eity, and I take it in other cities of the State.
These young people get their bottles of hootch and rush out to some
farm house on the outskirts of the city, and there indulge themselves to
their heart's content.”” (New York Herald-Tribune survey, 1926.)

The sheriff of Ada County, Idaho, bears similar testimony: “I am a
prohibitionist. * * * I have never taken a drink in my life, and I
shudder to see what is happening under my eyes. * * * Probably
the most alarming thing about this whole business is the number of
young boys and girls that have been enmeshed in the strains of this
traffic. Our docket shows dozens of minors—school boys and girls—
who were picked up intoxicated or for reckless driving while under the
influence of liquor. The number of these cases is really astounding.
Hvery now and then a scandal breaks out of a serious nature and a
dozen or more high-school girls and boys are sent off to some private
institution outside the city and every precaution taken to protect the
names of the pupils and families.” (New York Herald-Tribune survey,
1926.) U

The head of the Committee of Five Thousand, a welfare organization
of Omahsa, remarks: “We know about the drinking by children in
school and out of school. We have no illusions about that.” (New
York Herald-Tribune survey, 1926.)

At Cheyenne, the capital of Wyoming, the chief of police declares:
“The kids' drinking is something, I think, that did not happen so
much before.” (New York Herald-Tribune survey, 1926.)

The chief of police of a town under 10,000 population in Indiana
writes: “ Boys and girls under the age of 16 years are lectured and
sent home, and there are many cases of boys and girls drinking aleohol,
mule, Jamaica ginger, or some homemade concoction, Moral conditions
are worse than they have been in 35 years.”

Describing conditions in a Pennsylvania city of about 100,000 popu-
lation, the chief of police writes: “ There is more drinking of Intoxi-
cants by minors to-day than ever before. This drinking by young folks
is carried on at private dances and parties, where it is usually brought
in hip flasks. I also know of instances of mere schoolboys having been
taken from the schoolroom intoxicated.”

From a city in the State of Washington another chief writes: “ In
the last seven or eight years there has been a notlceable inerease in
drinking among the younger people of the city. Joy riding and petting
parties are usually accompanied by liguor and usually result in serious
accidents or the intervention of the police in some form.”

The Federal prohibition director in North Dakota remarks: “ We have
drinking by high-gchool students. I would say that we have more
drinking to-day by these youths than we did 10 years ago, before pro-
hibition.” (New York Herald-Tribune survey, 1926.)

In South Dakota the attorney general says: “ There is a strange
peychology about this liquor problem that makes it doubly significant.
It is beginning to affect a different type of person than it did before.
Now It is the youngster of the family of means who is toting the bottle.
They think it smart to have a bottle on the hip and the girls encourage
the boys to do it. And they rush about in care. It is one of the most
menacing phases of the whole situation.” (New York Herald-Tribune
survey, 1926.)

While there is a paucity of anthoritative statlstics on the subject of
drunkenness among the young, apparently the largest increase haas
taken place among those from 15 fo 25 years of age. Juvenile court
records are of little value because they deal only with the very young
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who have not yet come into much spending money and who have not
developed encugh initiative to forage for liguor., The police depart-
ment of Washington, D. C., however, has classified its arrests for
drunkenness by ages, and its figures are illuminating. BSaloons were
officially eclosed in Wasghington as a war measure near the end of 1917.
Arrests of minors (under 21) for drunkenness averaged 46.7 a year for
the eight saloon years 1910-1917. The number waos 36 in 1917. In
1918 and 1919 there was a considerable rise, followed in 1920, the first
year of constitutional prohibition, by a drop, presumably due to a
temporary scarclty of alecoholic beverages. -

In 1921, however, there was a big rise which wiped out the 1820
drop. The increase since then has been almost constant, with the
result that by 1926 the number of minors arrested for drunkenness had
reached 340, This is an increase of 627 per cent above the saloon level
of 1910-1917. Arrests of persons of all ages fer drunkenness rose in
1926 not nearly so high above the preprohibition level, thus demonstrat-
ing that, relatively as well as absolutely, drunkenness among minors in
"Washington increased enormously.

These official figures for Washington completely confirm the other
evidence on the subject as to the Nation as a whole, and seem to leave
not the slightest doubt but that there has been a very considerable
increase in drunkenness among the young. This can only mean that
each year we are raising a new crop of drunkards which is much larger
than the annual crops we used to raise, even under the saloon. Such
a condition does not augur well for the success of the Volstead Act
in the long run.

CONCLUSION

When we consider that drunkenness generally has already increased to
the preprohibition level, and that drunken children have increased far
above anything ever known before in this country, we can not escape
the conclusion that the Volstead Act has failed utterly to do what it
was intended to do, namely, promote temperance and sobriety. More-
over, since conditions have become worse, not better, each year, and
with the * next generation " drinking as never before, there seems to be
no hope that the Volstead Act, in its present drastic form, can ever
accomplish its purpose,

From the experience, before national prohibition, of the States which
bad restrictive laws, from the experience of the whole country during
the restrictive years 1918-19, and from the experience of the Canadian
Provinces and the Scandinavian countries, we belleve that a greater
degree of temperance can be attained by a wise restrictive law than
by a bone dry law which does not command the respect of a large part
of the people.

We are also of the firm convictlon that such a policy of wise restrie-
tion would have the incidental advantage of eliminating almost entirely,
the scandalous corruption and bribery of public officials, would stop the
growth of the bootlegging industry, would check disrespect for law, and
would In addition produce a handsome national revenue,

SCHEDULE A.—Summary of arrests for intoxication
(Figures from police departments)

e ws"l “Dry“
403 Btates, States, 534 602
places 280 123 places places

places places
425,781 | 105,793
413, 059 115, 367
452 020 | 111,763
445, 467 | 100, 884
358,635 | 70,000
252, 301 835
175, 326 61, 775
244, 856 76, 530
220,215 | 100,671
303,850 | 112, 7

408, 034 113, 440
423, 927 | 116,224
434, 444 | 124,630

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER ESCH

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President. I ask unanimouns consent to
have printed in the Recorp a letter written to Mr. T. W. Ben-
nett, general manager of the South Carolina Produce Associa-
tion, by Karl Enox Gartner, relative to Interstate Commerce
Commissioner Esch.

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

[Karl Enox Gartner, Allen G. Gartner, Smith Building, 815 Fifteenth
Street]
WasHINGTON, D. C., March 9, 1928,
Mr. T. W. BENKETT,
General Manager South Carolina Produce Association,
Meggett, 8. C.

Dear Mr. BESNETT: A situation has developed here in the Senate in
connection with the confirmation of C issi Esch's rea ment
that may have very far-reaching effect and may serve to influence ad-
versely the decision in our vegetable case,

!%
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The argoment in the vegetable case, by the way, had to be postponed
to March 29 in order to remove a conflict with a hearing that 1 have
set out West for March 22.

The opposition to Mr, Esch's confirmation Is based upon the fact that
he changed his vote on rehearing in the Lake Cargo Coal case. The
principle involved is the change of mind by a commissioner on rehear-
ing. If the Benate refuses to confirm Mr. Esch on this ground, it 1s
going to have a great influence indirectly on every other commissioner in
connection with every case on rehearing. Because of this principle that
is involved, it seems to me that the people of the country ought to stand
for the reappointment of Mr. Esch, because the commission certainly
should be free to correet any errors which it believes it has made in the
original decision of the cases.

An even greater principle Is involved in this matter, and that is that
the commisgion should be free from political influence in the decision
of its cases. A great political influence is belng brought to bear to
defeat Mr, Esch's appointment because he voted sgainst certain power-
ful coal interests in Virginia, West Virginia, Tennessee, and Kenfucky,
and they are trying to demonstrate their political power not only to
Commissioner Esch but to the rest of the commissioners. It is a most
deplorable situation.

My purpose in bringing this matter to your attention is that you
have mentloned several times that your assoclation had some consider-
able influence with the Senators from South Carolina, and if you ngree
with me that Is a bad thing to create the situation pointed out in
this letter, which I am sure will only serve to weaken the commission
and effect disadvantageously the outcome in our vegetable case, then I
would suggest that you immediately upon receipt of this letter send a
wire to Senators SMuTH and BrLEasg asking them to vote for the com-
firmation of Commissioner Esch's reappointment. This matter is very
urgent, and if you are inclined to follow the suggestion here made, you
will have to do so immediately as this matter will undoubtedly come
up in the Senate the first of next week.

With kindest regards, I beg to remain,

Cordially yours,
EKARL Kx0x GARTNER,

PAY OF FILIPINOS, NATIONAL GUARD OF HAWAII

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.
2007) to authorize the Secretary of War to pay officers and
Filipinos formerly enlisted as members of the National Guard
of Hawaii for field and armory training during years 1924 and
1925, and to validate payments for such training heretofore
made, which was, on page 1, line 3, to strike out all after the
word * authorized ” down to and including the amount * $4,000,”
in line 6, same page.

Mr. BINGHAM, I move that the Senate concur in the House
amendment,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I should like to ask the Senator from
Connecticut to make a very brief explanation of what the
House amendment accomplishes,

Mr. BINGHAM. T shall be glad to do so. Mr. CraMTON in
the House, who proposed the amendment, said in regard to it:

The purpose of thiz amendment is simply to strike out the language
which says this is to be paid oot of a certain appropriation heretofore
made., This constitutes an appropriation and puts a new burden upon
the fund. I do not believe this is a good practice to follow. With this
language eliminated the payment is authorized and the guestion can be
determined later as to the source of the payment.

Does that answer the question of the Senator?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, It does.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas.
concur in the House amendment?

Mr. BINGHAM. It is.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, will the Sen-
ator state what is the gquestion before the Senate?

Mr. BINGHAM. It is my motion that the Senate concur in
the amendment of the House to a bill permitting the Secretary
of War to pay certain Filipinos in the Hawaiian National
Guard the money which they earned, but could not receive,
because it was found later that they were not citizens of the
United States,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand there is only
about $4,000 involved?

Mr. BINGHAM, That is all that is involved.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo-
tion to agree to the amendment of the House of Representa-
tives.

The motion was agreed to.

LOTS IN PENSACOLA, FLA,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NegLy in the chair) laid

before the Senate the amendment of the House of Representa-

tives to the bill (8. 2021) extending and continuing to January
12, 1930, the provisions of “An act authorizing the Secretary of

The Senator’s motion is to
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the Interior to determine and confirm by patent in the nature
of a deed of quitclaim the title to lots in the city of Pensacola,
¥la.” approved January 12, 1925, which was, on page 1, line 8,
after the figures “1930," to insert:

Provided, That there be paid to the register of the district land
office a fee of $5 for each lot described in an application for a deed
of quitclaim under the said act, which fee ghall be considered earned
irrespective of the action taken on the application.

Mr, FLETCHER. I move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House of Representatives.
The motion was agreed to.

FEDERAL AID TO GOOD ROADS

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp a short article on the subject of
Federal aid to good roads, prepared by Mr. T. J. Davis, chair-
man good roads committee, Tennessee Rural Carriers’ Associa-
tion, of Edison, Tenn.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

Ten reasons why Senate bill 1945 (McKellar road bill) should be
passed by the Beventieth Congress, first session:

First. Federal appropriations under the Bankhead bill and subse-
quent bills, baving all been expended on the 7 per cent or primary sys-
tem, but few rural people are receiving any benefits from these appro-
priations.

Becond. Beventy-five per cent of the farms of the United States (agrl-
cultural ecensus 1925) are on dirt roads and a very large per cent of
them are 10, 15, 20, 25, and 30 miles from their places of markets.
They must have some highway relief.

Third, The searcity of rural physicians is a serious propesition. It
is claimed that approximately 1,000,000 mothers in our country are
without medical attention at childbirth annually (Collier's Weekly).
With a good system of roads we would have enough physicians to care
for all the people,

Fourth, Hstimating the saving in gasoline and other expenses by
either $70 annual loss per motor vehicle on account of unimproved
or low-type roads, or by the saving of one-third in gasoline by higher
type roads, the annual saving to the whole country by a system of good
roads throughout the country would reach from $400,000,000 to
£500,000,000 (counting one-fourth of the gasoline consumption on the
roads not in the 48 State highway systems), By a system of good roads
throughout the country we do not mean that all roads should be paved
or even surfaced. We mean a system of roads maintained so as to
adequately meet the economic traffic demands of the different localities.

The answers to one question of a questionnaire are sent to each of the
48 State highway departments convinces me that the passage of the
MeKellar road bill means that practically all rural routes would soon
become year-round automobile roads.

Fifth. If all rural routes could be served the year round in motor
vehicles, the personnel of the rural carrier force could be eut from
45,000 to at least 18,000, and probably 15,000, at an annual saving
in salaries of $35,000,000 to $40,000,000. The mileage would be re-
duced conslderably by eliminating duplication of service and retracing.
The three rural routes here with 75 miles could be served by one
carrier with a route of 64 miles at an annual saving of about $2,700.
This same rate would perhaps hold true in most localities, but density
of population and amount of mail would be factors in governing the
length of routes as well as road conditions.

Retirements on age and bad health, deaths, transfers to other
pranches of the post-office service, would take care of the rural
carriers whose routes would be consolidated,

Sixth. In many sections of the country rural routes can be served ouly
on horseback and in horse-drawn vehicles. Even on thousands of routes
that can be served in motor vehicles during the summer months, horses
are used during the winter and spring months. The heavy loads of
parcel post make it impossible to render good, regular, and prompt
gervice. We have seen carriers forced to hire additional help in serving
their routes, due to road conditions.

Seventh., Federal aid so far has been used only in building the trunk-line
highways and Is only a very small part of the total amount spent
annually on public roads.

In 192G, the Federal-aid appropriation was only 1214 per cent of
the total amount spent by State highway departments and only 6 per
cent of total amount spent on State, county, and local roads. We
could well afford to double our Federal-aid appropriations for post
roadls.

Eighth., In 1928 the Federal-ald money, $75,000,000 was spent in con-
structing 26,652 miles of rdad. The States, counties, and local govern-
ments spent $1,288,939,707 on 3,006,083 miles of rural road. The

Federal Government is doing very little when we consider the total
mileage of rural roads and the total annual expenditures on these roads.

Ninth, Most States are using all, or practically all, of the money col-
lected for road purposes on the State highway systems. But few couu-

ties and local governments, except those with cities, could ralse suffi-
cient money to adequately maintain their roads without taxing the
farmers beyond the point of endurance, Many counties wounld be com-
pelled to double their present tax rate to do so.

Tenth. The rural population is rapidly decreasing as a result of Lad
roads. - The net decrease in 1926 was 1,365,000. This does not tell
the whole story. The deerease is on the unimproved roads. In fact,
the population is inereasing along the surfaced highways at the expense

‘of the sections of unimproved highways. The schools and churches

along the unimproved highways are golng down and the farms are being
abandoned. It is a rare thing to see a new home constructed along
the unimproved highways. On the improved highways new homes ave
being econstructed at a rapid rate. There are very few empty houses
on the improved highways. On the unimproved the empty houses are
numerous, and many are being torn down. This is true in each of the
48 Btates of the Union,
T. J. Davis,
COhairman Good Roads Committee,
Tennessee Rural Carriers Association,
Emsox, TENN., March 9, 1928,

RELOCATION OF FARMERS' MARKET IN THE DISTRICT

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp a brief on the subject of the reloca-
tion of the farmers' market in the Distriet of Columbia.

There being no objection, the brief was ordered to be printed
in the Rrcorp, as follows:

Brier PREPARED FOR BUBMISSION TO THE BENATE COMMITTEE ON THE
DisTricT oF COLUMBIA, RELATING TO THE HELOCATION oF THE FarM-
Ers’ MAREET IN WasHINGTON, D, C.,, BY THE FARMERS AND ALLIED
INTERESTS

(See st of organizations at end of brief) S

Reports of the United States Department of Agriculture and the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia show that over 50 per cent
of the fresh fruits and vegetables supplied to the people of Washington
comes through the present farmers’ market. Congress, in 1870, pro-
vided a means whereby farmers in the immediate vicinity of Washington
could centralize their selling, thereby enabling consumers to secure
such food products at the lowest cost of distribution by affording them
an opportunity to purchase direct from the producer. This market
has steadily grown in favor with the consumers as is evidenced by the
fact that during the last fiscal year 63,000 truck loads of produce were
brought to this center and sold to the people either direct or through
distributors for approximately $2,500,000.

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia state (Doc. No. 119,
TOth Cong., 1st sess.) : “It is generally agreed that it is desirable
to all concerned to encourage the retail feature of the farmers' market.
This was brought out very strongly in conference with the officials of
the Department of Agriculture.” A fair estimate has been made by all
authorities that at least 20 per cent of the products distributed through
the farmers' market are sold retail. Thus, the consumers of Washing-
ton are purchasing, direet from the farmers, food products aggregating
$600,000 per year., The balance of the produce is sold wholesale to
stores, boarding houses, restaurants, hotels, and other buyers, including
commission merchants. The business conducted by the farmers’ market
is, therefore, both retail and wholesale, and as such it is obvious that
the proper selection of a future site is vital not only to the farmers but
also to the consumers of Washington.

The population of the city of Washington is to-day approximately
540,000 persons, Of this number four-fifths, or 432,000, live north of
Pennsylvania Avenue, Of the 133 hotels and boarding houses in Wash-
ington 130 are located north of Pennsylvania Avenue. Of the 600
restaurants and luneh rooms, 616 are morth of Pennsylvania Avenue.
There are 1,764 chain stores, of which 1,261 are located north of Penn-
sylvania Avenue. Thus, the great preponderance of the food-consuming
public patronizing the farmers’ market is in the area north of Penn-
sylvania Avenue.

WHY THE FARMERS’ MARKET SHOULD BE LOCATED NORTH OF PENNSYL-
VANIA AVENUE

CONSUMERS' VIEWPOINT

First. Over B0 per eent of the citizens’ associations of the District
of Columbia, including the Citizens’ Advisory Council, the Federation
of Women's Clubes, with a membership of over 15,000; the Women's
City Club, and virtually every civic organization have gone on record
as dpproving a site north of Pennsylvania Avenue,

LIVING COSTS

Second. Retail trade on the farmers’ nrarket, enabling the consumer
to buy direct from the producer, is a price-stabilizing factor. To serve
adeguately the consumer and to be a factor in reduclng the cost of
lving, the farmers’ market must be located where it can be con-
veniently patronized by the public. Bill H. R. 8288 providing for the
relocation of the farmers’ market in southwest Washington, at the
extreme edge of the city and Distriet, approachable from two sides
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only, specifically provides that the market be sirietly wholesale, thus
depriving the small consumer of the benefit of dealing direct with the
_ produeer.

FARMERE' VIEWPOINT

Third. What group of people aside from the consumers is mostly
interested in a farmers’ produce market? It is the farmers bringing
produce to Washington who make this market possible, It is these
farmers who supply the city of Washington with over 50 per cent of
its perishable farm products. Almost unanimously they oppose the
pouthwest gite and favor a location north of Pennsylvanla Avenue,

Their objections to the southwest site are:

1. 1t is far removed from four-fifths of the consuming publie.

2. It is difficult for the majority of them to reach.

3. It 18 inacecessible to their customers, both retail and wholesale,

4, Here they will be deprived of a considerable portion, if not all, of
their retail trade,

6. The area is too small to provide even fair accommodation for the
present number of farmers, with absolutely no opportunity for future
growth,

€. They object to being separated from the leading commission mer-
chants, who have already announced their intention to locate north of
Pennsylvania Avenue,

7. They do not want to be eompelled to go through dense traffic areas
in going to and from their market.

8. Farmers are in sympathy with the beautification program of the
city of Washington and feel that heavy truck traffic of the character
incident to the operation of a farmers’ market is not desirable in the
vicinity of the Mall,

9. Finally the farmers on this market do not use and therefore can not
profit by cold-storage warehouses, water-transportation facilities, andl
railroad terminale which have been exploited as the principal advan-
tages of the southwest loeation. Primarily, the farmers’ interest is in
securing a location easy of access, large enough to prevent congestion in
and surrounding the market, within easy reach of the consuming publie,
and where they can be closely associated with the main body of com-
mission merchants and other allied business interests. For these rea-
sons the farmers have consistently urged a location north of Pennsyl-
vania Avenue,

ALLIED BUSINESS

Fourth, It bhas been recommended by the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the National Capital Park and Planning Commission,
and the United States Bureau of Efficiency that the farmers' produce
market be located in close proximity te the commission merchants.
Commission merchants handling 5,500 of the estimated 7,000 car lots
of fruits and wvegetables shipped to Washington annually, or 85 per
cent of the total shipments, have purchased a new location for their
business north of Pennsylvania Avenue,

RAILROAD FACILITIES
_ Fifth. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have recom-
mended to Congress that from an economic standpoint a centralized
perishable food-market area must be located at a railroad terminal
where receivers can deliver direct from the cars, thereby reducing the
present high cost of drayage. Freight deliverles are made to the south-
west site by one railroad only. The most adequate rallroad facilities
and the only express depot handling perishable commodities are located
north of Pennsylvania Avenue. This area is served by two main trunk-
line systems, whose conpecting lines reach all parts of the United
Btates. Freight rates and refrigerating charges are the same to this
area as they are to southwest Washington. Unlike southwest Washing-
ton, there is ample area north of Pennsylvania Avenue to develop addi-
tional freight terminal facilities to economically take care of the future
growth and development of the city,
SIZE

Sixth. The size of the proposed southwest site for the farmers'
market is too small to accommodate the 601 farmers using the present
market. Provision is made for only 401 and there is not room for
further expansion,

SUITABILITY OF BITE

Seventh. The southwest site, because of its topography, will not lend
itself to the construction of a serviceable farmers’ market. Even to
make it usable would cost $110,000 over and above the purchase price
and not including the cost of shelters or buildings. On none of the
proposed sites north of Pennsylvania Aveoue will this difficulty be
encountered.

COST OF SITE

Eighth. The southwest site is nnnecessarily expensive. Several desir-
able sites north of Pennsylvania Avenue are,available at a much lower
cost per foot and which do not require the building of retaining walls
or expensive stepping to make them usable,

ACCESSIBILITY

Ninth. Transportation to the proposed sonthwest site either by street
ear or automobile is restricted. Only ome street car line passes this
site and the trafiic Janes from the main residential sections of the eity
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are few In number and pass throngh heavily congested traffic zones.
Far better street-car facllities and unlimited automebiles thoroughfares
are to be found north of Pennsylvania Avenue.

TRAFFIC PROELEMS

Tenth. Locating the farmers’ market in southwest Washington would
continue the necessity of passing automobile and truck traffic totaling
60,000 loads of farm produce per year through the densest traflic area
of the city, to be unloaded at an inaccessible point and redistributed in
smaller volume by many more vehicles through the same congested area
in order to reach the consuming sections of the ecity. Further traffie
congestion will be encountered in the southwest because of Government
buildings located north and south of the Mall. This condition will not
improve when additional bulldings now under construction are com-
pleted and when still other contemplated buildings are erected north
of the Mall, The only north and south highways running through the
Mall that could serve the market at this site are Sixth Street, Seventh
Btreet, Twelfth Street, and Fourteenth Street, and upon completion of
the public building program this number will be further restricted,
Public buildings now occupying the Mall preclude the possibility of
extending other streets through this section., No such diffienlties are
presented north of Pennsylvania Avenue.

PARKING FACILITIES

Eleventh, The southwest with its narrow streets provides most in-
adequate parking facilities, while the wider streets north of Pennsyl-
vania Avenue will not easily be congested by the parking npecessity in
the vicinity of a properly located farmers' market.

BUILDING PROGRAM

Twelfth. The loecation of the farmers’ market north of Pennsylvania
Avenue will be In aceord with the recommendations of the National
Capital Park and Planning Commission and other governmental agencies
looking toward the future development and beautification of the Nation's
Capital.

OTHER OBJECTIONS

Thirteenth. A serious objection to the location of a farmers’ produce
market on squares 354 and 355 in southwest Washington is that the
Fairbrother Bchool is located directly across the street from sguare
354. The health and lives of the 1069 children attending this school
would be jeopardized due to the great danger of accident on account of
the amount of increased traffic. The five-year school building program
calls for the building of a 12-room addition to this school. Suitable
locations for the farmers’ produce market are available north of
Pennsylvania Avenue where the lives of children will not thus be
Jjeopardized.

We, the undersigned, representing the expressed wishes of 90 per
cent of the organized citizenship of Washington, 90 per cent of the
farmers actually using the market, and 85 per cent of the business of
the commission merchants, respectfully petition your honorable com-
mittee to remember that it is a farmers’ market which is under con-
sideration ; that its proper location is of tremendous concern not only
to the producers but also the consumers who can make direct purchases
thereon. It is our hope that your committee will place this market
where the majority of the citizens want it; where the farmers can
reach it ; near consuming centers; near the large commission merchants;
where the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and the Bureau of Efficiency believe it should be,
which is north of Pennsylvania Avenue.

Jameg G. Yaden, chairman Citizens' Advisory Council; Mrs.
Virginia White Speel, president District Federation of
Women's Clubs; A. J. Driseoll, president Mid-City Citizens”
Association ; H. A, Friday, representing 400 farmers attend-
ing the market; Alex. Gude, representing Prince Georges
County Pomona Grange; Stanley Lowe, representing Prince
Georges County Pomona Grange; J. W. Jones, representing
Montgomery County Farm Bureau; Herbert Thompson, rep-
regenting farmers of Montgomery County, Md.; J. O. Harrl-
son, representing commission merchants; H. J. Klein, repre-
senting commission merchants; . J. Ward, representing
commission merchants; 8. B, Shaw, representing Maryland
State Department of Markets; T. B. Symons, chairman
Prince Georges County Pomona Grange committee for reloca-
tion of farmers’ produce market.

RETIREMENT OF DISABLED EMERGENCY OFFICERS

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 777) making eligible for retirement,
under certain conditions, officers and former officers of the Army
of the United States, other than officers of the Regular Army,
who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in the
service of the United States during the World War.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I
send to the desk, which has been printed and is now lying on
the table. The effect of tlie amendment is to bring the officers
of the Navy and Marine Corps under the provisions of the bill.,
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I understand that the Senator in charge of the bill has no
objection to the amendment and I hope that it will be adopted.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The amendment will be
stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 3, after the word “Army,”
insert a comma and the words “ Navy or Marine Corps.”

On page 1, line 5, following the comma after the word
“Army,” insert the words “ Navy or Marine Corps.”

On page 2, line 1, following the comma after the word
“Burean.” insert the words “for disability resulting directly
from such war serviee.”

On page 2, line 4, strike out the article “a”; change the
word “list” to “lists”; and strike out the article “a” before
the word “ part.”

On page 2, line 5, after the word “Army,” insert a comma and
the words “ Navy and Marine Corps.”

On page 2, line 6, after the word “Army,” insert a comma and
the words “ Navy or Marine Corps.”

On page 2, line T, following the comma after the word
“ States,” insert the word “ respectively.”

On page 2, line 10, after the word “Army,” insert a comma
and the words “ Navy or Marine Corps.”

On page 3, line 3, after the word “Army,” insert a comma and
the words “ Navy or Marine Corps.”

On page 3, line 4, following the comma after the word
“Army,” insert the words “ Navy or Marine Corps.”

On page 3, line 8, following the comma after the word
“ Bureau,” insert the words * for disability resulting directly
from such war serviee.”

On page 3, line 11, after the word *the,” insert the word
“appropriate.”

On page 3, line 19, after the word “Army,” Insert a comma
and the words “ Navy or Marine Corps.”

On page 3. line 21, after the word “act,” insert the words
“of officers of the Army.”

On page 3, line 22, change the period to a comma and add
the words * and said retired lists of officers of the Navy and
Marine Corps, respectively, shall be published annually in the
Navy Register.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr.
HALE].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, in line 7, page 1, I move to
strike out the words “two years” and insert in lieu thereof
the words “ one year.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
stated.

The Omigr CiErx. On page 1, line 7, strike out the words
“two years” and insert in lien thereof the words “one year,”
80 as to make the clause read:

That all persons who have served as officers of the Army of the
United States during the World War, other than as officers of the
Regular Army, who during such service have incurred physical dis-
ability in line of duty, and who have been, or may hereafter, within
one year, be, rated in accordance with the law at not less than 30 per
cent permanent disability—

And so forth.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. Tyson].

Mr., BINGHAM. I have no objection to its adoption.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TYSON. Also, in section 2, on page 4, line 1, I move to
strike out the words “ twenty-four” and insert in lien thereof
the word “twelve.”

.Mr, KING. What is the purpose of the amendment?

Mr, TYSON. With the idea of limiting the time to one year
instead of two years,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NeeLY in the chair).
clerk will state the amendment.

The CHigr CLErg. On page 4, line 1, strike out the words
“ twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the word *twelve,”
80 as to make the clause read:

No person shall be entitled to benefits under the provisions of this act
except he make application as hereinbefore provided and his application
is received In the United States Veterans' Bureau within 12 months
after the passage of this act—

And so forth.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is as in Committee of
the Whole and open to further amendment.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Towa [Mr. BrooxuARrT] if he desires to speak on the bill at this

time?

The amendment will be

The
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Mr. BROOKHART. I had thought to speak briefly, but I
am not particular whether I do so at this time or later.

Mr. KING. I shall be glad to have the Senator proceed at
this time,

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, the argument against
the bill seems fo be based mainly upon the proposition that
it fails to do justice to somebody else. That argument would
have some weight if the bill was a foreclosure of the entire
situation. But the bill only purports to do justice to about
3,000 officers and, so far as the enlisted men are concerned, it
is no interference with or foreclosure whatever of their rights
or their claims to justice in the future.

Therefore, it seems to me, the argument as to the inequality
between the officers and the enlisted men entirely falls down.
I can see no occasion for making that claim, and I doubt if
any of those who oppose the bill would favor it if the enlisted
men were included; in fact, I think they would be more
strongly opposed to the bill than they now are, because they
contend that the bill is based on the principle of an autocracy
or an aristocracy; and yet it is mainly aristocrats who are
opposing the bill. I think it is because of those who will have
to pay the expense rather than because of the autocratic idea.

So far as armies are concerned, they are always autocratic
institutions, Militarism is always a species of autocracy. I
do not believe in militarism; nobody in the United States be-
lieves in it; but in so far as we must have an Army for the
national defense, in order to be efficient, it will continue to be
an autocracy. The system of rank and of higher pay for
officers is thoroughly grounded in the military system. If we
are going to have a military organization, there is no way
under our civilization to escape from that situation.

The same arguments against the method of remuneration
under this bill apply as against the Army itself. The system
in the Army may be just; but, so far as I am concerned, I am
willing right now to do a great deal toward equalizing the
pay of enlisted men and the officers of the Army. I do not
care if it shall cost more, so far as that is concerned. So
long as we allow war profiteering, I will not vote against in-
creasing the pay of either the enlisted men or the officers; so
long as we indulge in that inequality, I stand for more favor-
able treatment of the officers and of the men. The bill we
are now considering will apply to only about 3,000 officers
who suffered as a result of the World War.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Iowa yield
to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from lowa
yield to the junior Senator from Utah?

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield.

Mr. KING. I should be glad to be advised by the able Sena-
tor from Iowa on what he bases his statement that the bill
will affect only about 3,000 officers. May I say to the Senator
that already applications for compensation have been filed by
reserve officers to the number of more than 41,0007 There are
more than 10,142 already on the compensation list, with the
number being increased weekly. There is no limitation in this
bill as to the number of officers who will receive the benefits
of retirement; and the Senator from Iowa must know that if
we restrict the applications to one year, later, if officers desire
to make application, Congress will respond. So I ask the Sena-
tor if, in his further consideration of the subject, he does not
agree with me that the number who will be beneficiaries under
this bill can not be determined, but it may reach twenty-five,
thirty, or forty thousand, or a still greater number than that?

Mr. BROOKHART. I will say to the Senator that if it
shall turn out in that way, I shall be all the prouder that I voted
for the bill. The more it may benefit the more satisfactory it
will be to me.

Mr, KING. Then the Senator, of course, does not claim that
the application of the bill is limited to 3,000 men?

Mr. BROOKHART. The number of 3,000 I got from other
Senators who have spoken, and I think that is the number
which is earried on the Veterans' Burean records at the present
time, if I understand the matter correctly.

Mr. KING. The Senator will recall that when the so-called
Burzum bill was under consideration only a short time ago—
and the bill now before us is the Bursum bill under a new
name; it is now called the Tyson bill—it was alleged that
there were but 1,875 Who would be the beneficiaries. It is
now conceded that the number who are listed as having a
disability rating above 30 per cent—though I have the figures
somewhere, I do not have them at hand at the moment—Iis
possibly abount 4,000, somewhere in the neighborhood of 3,400.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, in order that we may keep

the Recorp straight in regard to the pending measure as to the
number of officers who will be benefited by it, I wish to call
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attention to the letter from the Director of the Veterans' Bu-
rean, found in the report of the committee, in which he says:

Were the bill amended to provide for retirement of disabled ex-
emergency officers of the Navy and Marine Corps—

_And that is just what wehave done—

a8 well as those of the Army, it is estimated that the total number of
officers affected will be raised to 3,223,

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr, President, in accordance with my
former answer to the Senator from Utah [Mr, King], I will say
that the bill is getting better, so far as my view of it is con-
cerned. I think there was a very grave injustice done to the
soldiers of the World War. We drafted those men at $30 a
month, and the officers at comparatively small compensation ;
then we allowed capital to profiteer, to make millionaires in
every direction out of the profits of the war—the blood money
of the war. When we come to compensate any one of those
classes who served in the Army during the World War, I will
not, as a matter of principle, fight any of them. I shall be
found favoring the officers when their case shall be brought up.
I have already introduced at this session, and I mean to press
for a hearing, a pension bill for all the soldiers of the World
War, placing them on the same status as veterans of the
Spanish war. I shall not hesitate to vote for any measure
which will bring about an equality between the men who
served in the World War and the capital that was employed
during that war. We shall never reach such an equality, All
the pensions, all the compensation, and all the other favors we
may grant to the soldiers of (he World War will continue to be
very glight, indeed, in comparison with the benefits obtained by
the profiteers during that war.

I think it is a false theory of patriotism that the soldier shall
give his life and his time in the service of his country without
compensation and that capital shall be allowed to take an
exorbitant compensation. I understand that a tentative ar-
rangement has already been made for the next war, whereby
we are to guarantee 6 per cent profit to the capital of the
country during the war, and at the same time to have a uni-
versal draft of men at, perhaps, one-third of the compensation
they would receive in ecivil life. If the profit to capital were
reduced to one-third, it would amount to less than 2 per cent,
instead of 6 per cent, because all capital, taking it the country
over, only earns 514 per cent.

So, Mr. President, I favor this bill. I do not believe that
the dire prognostications which have been advanced by the
Senator from Connecticut will come to be realized. I do not
believe this bill will upset our Military Establishment, but,
on the contrary, I believe it will benefit it, because in all our
wars it hag been the citizen army that has defended the country.
It is the citizen army on which we must rely. The Senator
from New Jersey put interesting fizures in the REcorp, showing
that of all the officers killed in the World War only 7 per cent
of them belonged to the Regular Army. I wish to put in,
from the same authority, Col. Leonard P. Ayres, a statement
that out of the 17 divisions which were organized by the
National Guard during the World War all 17 of them went
across to France; 11 of them fought as units, and the others
as replacements. Of the 20 National Army divisions, made up
of the citizens of the country, all 20 went across the sea, and
all of them made good records, from a military standpoint,
in France during the World War. Of the 20 Regular divisions,
which were organized, only 8 of them went across. The other
12 were on this side until after the war was over, when some
of them were sent to Germany during the period of occupation.

It has been said that they were on this side training the
civilian soldiers, but the civilian soldiers were all on the other
side. I remember that I, myself, was ordered to train the
Nineteenth Regular Division in markmanship about the 1st
of October, 1918, I was with them up to a few days before
the armistice, and I was training them; they were not train-
ing me. That division contained two of the oldest Regular
regiments, the Second and the Fourteenth, and, of course, they
did not go across the ocean and see service during the war,

We have done a great injustice at all times in the way of
compensation and in the way of honors and in every other
direction to the citizen soldiers of this country. That was
especially true during the World War, when they were held
down to lower ranks and put into the fighting, although many
of them were competent to serve in higher positions. I know
of one division which was held on this side, on the Mexican
border, overtrained, trained stale, in tactics which might be
of use at that place, but which could not be used in the World
War, waiting all the time to find a regular officer to command
it. In that division I know of at least one National Guard
officer who was better able fo command it than any regular
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who ever did command it, and he was made a colonel in the
Regular Army after the war was over.

Mr. President, here is a bill proposing to give a small measure
of equality to the citizen soldiers of this country. It proposes
to give it only to a limited extent; it is only a start; but I
do not think it would be right to turn around and use the
argument that because it does not reach out and do justice to
every man who served in the Army during the World War,
therefore we will refuse to do justice to the officers who will
be the beneficiaries of the bill,

Mr. KING addressed the Senate. After having spoken for
some time—

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas., Mr, Pregident, will the Senator
from Utah suspend for a few moments?

Mr, KING. I yield.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of &
quornm,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess La Follette Schall
Bayard Fletcher McKellar Sheppard
Bingham Frazier MeMaster Shortridge
Black George MeN Simmons
Bratton Gerry Mayfield Smith
Brookhart Glass Metcalf Steck
Broussard Greene Moges Steiwer
Bruce Hale Neely Btephens
Capper Harris Norris Swanson
Caraway Harrison Oddie Thomas
Copeland Hawes Overman Tydinga
Conzens Hayden Phipps '["fson
Curtis Hetlin Pittman Wagner
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mags.
Deneen Jones Reed, Pa. Walsh, Mont,
Dill Kendrick Robingon, Ark. Waterman

e Keyes Robinson, Ind, ‘Watson
BEdwards Sackett Willis

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-two Senators having an-
swered to their names, there is a quornm present.

COL. CHARLES A. LINDBERGH'S INVITATION

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent that
the Vice President be permitted, out of order, to lay before the
Senate the invitation received from Colonel Lindbergh.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The President of the Senate has
received the following letter:

My Dear Mi. Vice Presipext: My present plans call for making a
number of flights at Bolling Field, D. C., on the afternoon of March
20 and 21 and the entire day of March 22,

It would give me great pleasure to earry any of the Members of the
Senate who would care to make a flight at this time,

It will be possible for me to take from 8 to 10 passengers at a time
in the equipment which the Army and Navy bave kindly made available.

Very siocerely yours,
CrARLES A, LINDEBERGH.

The Chair would suggest that those desiring to avail thems-
selves of this invitation leave their names with the Secretary of
the Senafe.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask the privi-
lege of saying that I am sure every Senator appreciates the
great courtesy which Colonel Lindbergh has shown Senators
in this invitation, and I know that many Senators will be de-
lighted to avail.themselves of the opportunity to take a flight
with the renowned aviator. Furthermore, such Senators as
fail to accept the invitation will not imply the slightest lack
of appreciation of the very great courtesy extended us by
Colonel Lindbergh:

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I wish merely to say that a
week or two ago two or three Senafors had the pleasure of going
up with Colonel Lindbergh. It is perfectly safe; the airplane
is very pleasant, furnished with comfortable wicker chairs, it
seats eight aside from the man at the controls, who, I think,
will take splendid care of any Senators who may desire to take
a flight with him. :

CONTRIBUTIONS TO DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE

Mr., MAYFIBELD. My, President, I send to the desk corre-
spondence between Hon. Clem Shaver, chairman of the Demo-
cratie National Commitiee, and Hon. Jesse H. Jones, of Hous-
ton, Tex., director of finance, together with an editorial from
the Times-Dispatch, of Richmond, Va., which I ask that the
clerk may read.

Mr. CURTIS. Would not the Senator be willing to have
the matter printed in the Recorp without having it read?

Mr. MAYFIELD. The correspondence containg such valuable
information that I would like to have the Senate hear it read.

Mr. CURTIS (to Mr. MayrFieLp). Go ahead.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read.
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The Chief Clerk read as follows:

ALL NATIONAL COMMITTEE INDERTEDNESS PAID OR UNDERWRITTEN

The followlng correspondence between Clem Shaver, chairman of the
Democratic National Committee, and Jesse II, Jones, director of finanece,
showing that the party’s debts have now all been paid or underwritten
and a surplus accumulated with which to begin the 1928 campaign,
was given out to-day by My, Shaver at National Committee head-
guarters:

FEBRUARY 29, 1028,
Hon. C. L. SHAVER AND MEMBERS OF THE
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE.

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: I am glad to be able to report to you that
the entire indebtedness of the national committee has been paid or
underwritten. As director of finance of your committee, I have received
the following pledges and contributions :

John 8. Cohen, Atlanta, Ga

‘Senator Lawrence D, Tyson, Knoxville, Tenn
Gilbert M. Hitcheock, Omaha, Nebr
Senator John B. Kendrick, Sheridan, Wyo
John J. Cornwell, Romney, W. Va
Andrew €. Gray, Wilmington, Del
E. E, Brown, Chiecago, Ill_
James Byrne, New York City--
Patrick J. Quealy, Kemmerer, Wyo
R, A, Lonﬁt Kansas City, Mo__
Melvin A, Traylor, Chicago, 11l
Harry C. Wiess, flouston, Tex_—
Silas H. Strawn, C il
Norman E. Mack, Buffalo, N. Y
Nathan Straus, jr., New York City
Robert N. Hnrﬂer, Washington, D, C
Kenneth W. O'Brien, New York City-
C. W, Osenton, Fayetteville, W. Va
Edward N. Hurley, Chicago, Il
Owen D, Young, New York City
Henry Morgenthau, New York City e
Clem L. Bhaver, Fairmont, W. Va. (for West Virginia)
Cyrus H, McCormick, Chiecago, IIl
Joseph M. Hartfield, New York City_
James W, Gerard, New York City.
VincintFMLles, gﬂﬂ ]?m{thtt t.g’rll'
Ral eagan, New Yor! > LIAL.
W p":{‘ Kemper, Kansas City, Mo. (for Miasourl%
Scott Ferris and George D. Key (for Oklahoma

Charles A, Greathouse, Indianapolis, Ind. (for Indiana)-.--—-
William A. Comstock, Detroit, Mich, (for Michigan) _______
Jesse 1sidore Straus, New York CIty e~
Percy 8. Straus, New York Clty

Walter Moore, Birmingham, Ala. (for Alabama
Howard Bruce, Baltimore, Md. (for Maryland
Rogers Caldwell, Nashville, Tenn. (for Tennessee)
Sam W. Fortljy , 8t. Louis, Mo. ((jfor Missouri)
William A. Julian, Cincinnati, Ohio

John W. Davis, New York City.
Herbert H. Lehman, New York City_-
Frank L. Polk, New York City.
John Henry Kirby, Houston,
C. W. Watson, Fairmont, W. Va
William F. Kenny, New York City.
Thomas F, Ryan, New York City
Jesse H. Jones, 'Houston, Tex
Houston convention fund, by Jesse H. Jones

Total -

Of this amount T hold, as chairman and treasurer of your committee
on arrangements, $200,000, contributed by citizens of Houston for the
convention fund. Contributions in cash since Treasurer Gerard's last
report total $141,250. When the other pledges are paid your com-
mittee will be entirely out of debt and have probably $250,000 with
which to start the next campaign. In addition to the above, several
members of the committee have indicated their willingness to raise a
fair quota for their several localities.

1 want to take this opportunity of expressing on your behalf and on
behalf of the Democrats of the country due appreciation to these con-
tributors and those heretofore reported for the very gemerous way they
have met the necessities of your committee since the campaign of 1924,
which eampaign left us considerably in debt. It seemed inadvisable
immediately to undertake to raise the money with which to pay the
commitiee’s indebtedness from that campaign, and it has not appeared
advisable to make a canvass for funds since that time even to pay the
running expenses of the committee. Therefore we have borrowed for
that purpose and have asked the indulgence of some of our creditors,
who have been extremely generous in awaiting our convenience. I also
wish to say that no contribution has been sollcited or made upon any
_condition except that enough money be raised to pay the commitiee en-
tirely out of debt. This condition has now been met, and I am therefore
able to so report.

For a party out of power to be able to get contributions in such sub-
gtantial amounts from all parts of the country is an indication of party
loyalty and party hope, and of the everlasting belief by these contribu-
tors in the principles for which the Democratic Party stands.

Yours very truoly,

$250
250
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500
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Jesse H. JONES,
Director of Finance, Democratiec National Commiftee.
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MarcH T, 1928,
Hop. Jesse H. JONES,
Director of Finance, Democratic National Commiifee,
Houston, Tex,

My Dear Me. JONES: Your letter of February 29 received, for which,
on behalf of the Democratic National Committee, I thank you.

It is a great source of gratification that you and other party friends
throughout the country have, through your generosity, made this
possible.

It is a satisfaction to myself to know that we are going to be able to
report a substantial surplus with which to start the coming campaign.

I am to-day transmitting your statement to the Hon. James W.
Gerard, treasurer of the Democratic National Committee, to be embodied
in his report.

Very sincerely yours,
CLEM BHAVER,
Chairman Democratio National Committee.

[From the Times-Dispatch, Richmond, Va.]
GENIUS JONES

Jesse Jomes came out of Texas some weeks ago and, armed with
naught save his fountain pen, captured the Democratic National Con-
vention for Houston. By the simple gesture of a blank check given a
Democracy chronically without any of the bonds of which Republicans
seem to have plenty, Jesse became almost a legendary figure.

Just a short time ago, when Mr. Jones had momentarily left the front
pages, news came that he had eollected together enough money to pay
off the entire debt owed by his party.

The man is remarkable. He might do anything. It is even possible
to hope that at Houston this summer Jesse will see that a candidate
with a chance to win is nominated and that deadlocks and accompanying
sweating and clowning is reduced to a sensible basis.

Perhaps some day Jesse Jones will be called “the greatest Becretary
since the-greatest-Secretary-since-Hamilton.”

RADIO BROADCASTING IN THE SOUTH

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp a letter from Mr. Caldwell, a
member of the Radio Commission, in which he expresses great
interest in radio broadecasting in the South. He said, among
other things:

Every fair-minded student of radio recognizes that the South is
entitled to more radio stations. 1 am, therefore, in fullest sympathy
with the intent of the present radio legislation before Congress.

Further he said:

It is my feeling, as yon know, that each radio commissioner must
think nationally, and in weaving the complicated radio fabric across
our continent I am with you in demanding for the South its full share
of radlo facilities.

I ask that the entire letter may be printed in the Recorp.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The letter is as follows:
FEDERAL RADIO COMMISSION,
Washington, March 15, 1028,
Hon. JosEpH E. RANSDELL,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DeARr SENATOR RANSDELL : It was indeed kind of you to write me under
date of March 13 acknowledging the efforts which I have made as a
member of the Federal Radio Commission to secure adequate broad-
casting power for southern radio stations.

Certainly Judge Sykes, acting chairman and commissioner from the
southern zone, will bear me out in the statement that every recommenda-
tion of his for more radio facilities for the South which has been put
before the commission has immediately had my vote of approval. When
delays have occurred, these have been necessitated by difficulties in
immediately finding places for the increases.

Every fair-minded student of radio recognizes that the South iz entitled
to more radio stations. I am therefore in thorough sympathy with the
intent of the present radio legislation before Congress.

It i my belief that as rapldly as the South applies for stations which
will be operated by people able to provide good programs such licenses
ghould be granted, at the expense of the gradual reduction of the
powers in other parts of the country.

You, and other members of the southern delegation, will be interested
in learning that a number of further power increases and licenses for
southern stations, which Judge Sykes has requested, were tentatively
approved by the commission some weeks ago, and will be announced and
made effective just as soon as the legal status of the commission’s right
to make these increases is confirmed.

My own southern birthright, and inheritance of a long southern
ancestry, coupled with many years of personal associations in Ken-
tucky, Alabama, Texas, Louisiana, the Carolinas, and Virginia, have
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enabled me to know first-hand the specially useful service which radio
can render to the great and growing southern region.

It is my feeling, as you know, that each radio commissioner must
think mnationally, and In weaving the complicated radio fabric across
our eontinent I am with you in demanding for the South its full share
of radio facilities.

Cordially yours,
0. H. CALDWELL, Commissioner,

CANAL FROM GREAT LAKES TO THE SEA

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the ReEcorp an address by the senior Senator
from New York [Mr. CopeEraxn], delivered before the Detroit
Bankers' Association recently, on the subject of a canal from
the Great Lakes fo the sea.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The address is as follows:

A CANAL TO THE SEA

From the earliest days of our history it is apparent that an interest
has been taken in the waterways and the possibilities of navigable canals
between the Great Lakes and the sea. During the past few years, par-
ticularly since the economie troubles of the wheat farmers of the West
became so pronounced, there has been renewed discussion of this idea.
There is much talk of building such a waterway in order that the Great
Lakes may become a second Mediterranean. There are dreams that
many ocean-going vessels may proceed westward to tie up at docks In
Detroit, Buffalo, Cleveland, Toledo, Chicago, and Duluth.

Regarding this project there are two schools of thought. The 8t.
Lawrence route is held in high favor in the West. Butf many thinking
Americans feel that if the money of the Nation iz to be expended in
canal building it should be spent wholly within the borders of our
country, These are they who advocate what is known as the all-
American route, a canal connecting the eastern end of Lake Ontarlo
with the headwaters of the Hudson River,

The latter project would involve an Initial expenditure of more money,
but it would be hundreds of miles shorter, open for a slightly longer
season, and, for the purposes of the national defense, would be of greater
service to the Nation., The all-American route coincides with the pres-
ent lines of railrcad travel and leads to the same terminals on the
geacoast. Buch a canal development, it is thought, would be less dis-
turbing to commerce and trade during the third of the year when either
water route wounld be elosed by ice.

A great many surveys have been made by the Federal Government,
the New York State authorities, the Canadian Government, and recently
by an international joint commission. The result of these surveys Is
that we have at our command a mass of sclentific and statistical
material. With this before him, it 18 possible for any citizen to master
the problems involved and to form for himself a conclusion as to
which route is preferable. Both are considered feasible from an en-
gineering standpoint. ¥ach has its particular advantages. Fach
hag its engineering and scientific backers. It may be gaid in all truth
that a given citizen may form his own conclosion and, no matter
what it may be, find himself in company with thousands of distinguished
citizens who take a like view., Unfortunately, he will find himself in
opposition to other thousands of distinguished citizens who are equally
insistent that the other route is preferable.

It Is my purpose to bring together in the briefest possible way the
arguments, pro and con. I shall attempt to marshal the facts, and

frankly admitting the greater popularity of the St. Lawrence water-.

way, attempt to prove that the all-American canal iz the one which
should command the indorsement and financial support of the tax-
payers of the country.

Even though these views are contrary to the convietion already
formed, I hope the advocates of the Bt. Lawrence route will give
renewed study to the problem, in order that they may make sure
their econclusion 18 well founded. 1 pledge myself to listen with respect
to any arguments which may be brought forward to overthrow the
conviction 1 have that for the sake of the commercial supremacy
of the United States and its national defense, the all-American route
should be accepted.

Unfortunately, whichever way is determined upon, the most we ecan
expect of such a eanal is that it shall be serviceable for not to exceed
eight months of the year. In 50 years the latest the 8t. Lawrence
was open for navigation was the 14th of December. Three times only
was it open past the 8th of December. Usually it closes about the
20th of November,

During the same period, the earliest date it ever opened was the
20th of Marech, One year it opened on the 3rd of April. Usually it
openg about the 20th of Aprll and occasionally as late as the 1st of
May. One year it was the Tth of May. As a matter of fact, then,
the 8t. Lawrence can be depended on for only a little more than seven
monthe of the year.

It is not alone, however, the absence of ice in the river that insures
safety of navigation between the Great Lakes and the gea. I speak
from actoal observation, having crossed the ocean twice between
Montreal and Liverpool, I well recall a certain Sunday morning in
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July, 1896. The ship I was upon was the first one that season to
attempt the passage of the Strait of Belleigle, In spite of the fact
that navigation opened on the 24th of April, there was so much ice
and so much fog in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and off the Stralt
of Belleisle that it had not been deemed safe to take the northermn
route until we attempted the passage.

I well recall that on the morning in question my steward ecalled
me at daybreak. He said there was an iceberg In sight and that I
had better get up and see it beeause another one might not be sighted
on the trip. As a matter of fact, we saw 75 icebergs during that day
and the next. The temperature of the water was being taken con-
tinually in order that we might not run into one of these great
mountains of ice, feeling our way as we were through the fog.

No candid person conversant with the physical conditions of the
lower Bt. Lawrence and of that route to the sea can fail to acknowledge
that through a majority of the months of the year there is not unin-
terropted passage between Montreal and the open ocean. I speak of
this in no spirit of disparagement, but simply to bring into mind the
embarrassments and dangers of this particular route, as compared with
another one equally available, which is not burdened by these objections.

COMPARATIVE DISTANCES AND SAILING TIMES BY THE TWO ROUTES

At this point I wish to bring out the marked difference in distance
between Lake Ontario and the ocean by the two routes. By the St.
Lawrence it iz 166 miles to Cornwall where the river leaves our bound-
ary, 66 miles from there to Montreal, 1,003 miles to the ocean, a total
of 1,185 miles. From Lake Ontario to Albany is 164 miles and from
Albany by the Hudson River to the ocean 150 miles, a total of 314
miles. From Lake Ontario to New York City by the St. Lawrence
route is 1,500 miles. By the all-American route it is a trifle over 300
miles, Whether the cargo is to be taken to Portland, Boston, New York,
Philadelphia, or Baltimore, of course, the distance is many hundreds of
miles greater by way of the St. Lawrence,

The advocates of the Canadian route place great emphasis npon
the fact that it is muoch nearer by way of the St. Lawrence from
the Great Lakes to Liverpool, where the wheat would go, than it is by
the all-American canal. It is stated, for instance, that the distance
between Montreal and Liverpool is 2,760 miles. But this is through
the Strait of Belleisle which, as I have already indicated, can not
be used during a considerable portion of the season. The distance from
Montreal to Liverpool when the route taken is to the south of New-
foundland is 3,007 miles, practically the same as the distance between
New York and Liverpool, a distance of 3,166 miles. To put it in a
word—it is 159 miles shorter than by the all-American route. That
is all.

Where the Bt. Lawrence route reaches the ocean is at a point more
than 1,000 miles east and T00 miles north of the confluence of Lake
Ontario with the river. The Sirait of Belleisle is far removed from
the United States and all our ports. There is no port and nothing
to appeal to American commerce all the way from Lake Ontario to the
shores of Europe.

I desire to be eminently fair in making any statement relating to a
waterway to the ocean. To this end I must state that, while the
difference in mileage between the St. Lawrence route and the all-
American route is trifling, the advantage of speed through a shorter
‘canalized portion of the St. Lawrence route would give it an advantage
over the all-American route. The board of engineers of the War
Department estimate the time actually consumed by the New York
route as likely to be about three days' greater to Liverpool than by the
Bt. Lawrence route. They estimate that a ship sailing between Duluth
and Liverpool by the St. Lawrence route would consume 17 days in
the passage, while over the all-American the passage between Duluth
and Liverpool would consume 20 days. The delay in the all-American
is accounted for by the slower speed necessitated by passing through a
longer stretch of restricted waterway.

Let me call attention to the fact, however, that the time consumed
between Duluth and New York City by the 8t. Lawrence route would be
12 days, as contrasted with 714 days over the all-American route. It
would take 4 days longer to go to the Panama Canal, 4 days longer to
Beattle, and practically the same time to Gibraltar.

EXPORT TRADE

The chief advocates of the Bt. Lawrence route are the grain pro-
ducers and four millers of the great Northwest. If the proposed canal
were to be used exclusively for the exporiation of wheat and flour, I
should frankly admit that the St. Lawrence route is superior to the
all-Ameriean.

If the waterway from the Great Lakes to the sea were to be used
exclusively for the carriage to Liverpool in cargo lots of automobiles,
furniture, or stoves from Detroit or other western ports, I should say
that the Bt. Lawrence route is preferable, For any cargo that is to be
taken in bulk from any one port on the Great Lakes direct to Liver-
pool, I should admit at once that the St. Lawrence route should be
selected,

If there could be profitable operation of a one-way service between
the Great Lakes and Liverpool, the 8t. Lawrence would hold first place.
Unfortunately for the advocates of the St. Lawrence route, water trafie
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can not gucceed on & one-way basis, Unfortunately for the St. Law-
rence route, water traffic to and from the Great Lakes i not confined to
bulk cargoes or to export trade, A very large percentage, probably in
excess of T5 per cent, of the trafic between the Great Lakes and tide-
water is sure to be of package freight for domestic distribution.

WHEAT EXPORTATION

A discussion of a waterway to the sea would amount to nothing
unless its possible relationship to wheat exportation Is given particular
nttention. This I shall attempt to show.

The American wheat farmer is confident that the St Lawrence
canal will benefit him materially. He has dreams of cheap freight
rates and higher home prices in conseguence.

It must be admitted that every dollar saved on freight charges is a
dollar made for the farmer. He will benefit directly by economies of
this sort. This is true of export trade as it is of domestic.

The exigencies of the World War created an unbeard-of demand
for American wheat. For the four or five years before the war the
exports from the United States averaged about 100,000,000 annually.
In 1915 there was a jump to 332,000,000,

The war Interfered with European—particularly Russian—produc-
tion, a condition continuing till the end of 1923. Since that time
there has been gradual improvement in foreign wheat crops. In con-
gequence, last year, 1926, our exports fell to 108,000,000 bushels, in-
cluding flour eonverted into terms of bushels of wheat.

But this does not tell the whole story. A study of Canadian wheat
prospects is most illuminating.

In 1910 Canada planted 8,000,000 acres to wheat and exported
56,000,000 Dbushels., Last year she planted 25,000,000 acres and ex-
ported 324,000,000 bushels. The Dominion has 80,000,000 of the best
wheat land on earth ready for wheat when there is a demand for it.

Contrast these figures with conditions in the United States. In 1910
we had 45,000,000 acres in wheat, jumped to 75,000,000 in the one year,
1019, and have settled back year by year until in 1026 we had but
50,000,000 in wheat acreage.

In short, our increase in wheat production is practically nil, while
Canada has trebled her acreage and products in less than 20 years.

To me the logic of the situation is irresistible. Within a very short
time the United Btates will disappear as a wheat exporter. Great
Britain will prefer to import Canadian wheat, and the Liverpool market
will be lost to us,

This situation can not be laid at the door of transportation differ-
ences, Comparisons of the freight rates and facilities of the two
countries prove this.

COMPARATIVE FREIGHT RATES ON WHEAT

Duluth, in our ecountry, and Fort William, in Canada, are the
extreme western lake ports through which wheat is shipped for
domestic consumption in the home country or for export to Europe.
The freight rates from these two cities to the Atlantic seaboard are
approximately the same. :

Whether a canal is built or not, then, Americans and Canadians are
on the same basis so far as water transportation is concerned. But
they are not on the same competifive basis when we consider the rail
rate from points of production to the lake head.

There ls little difference beiween the rates from the Dakotas to
Duluth, but Montana and other points farther west are at a considerable
disadvantage. For instance, the rate from Butte, Mont., is 4434 cents
per hundred, while it is only 26 cents from Alberta and Saskatchewan
polnts. This gives the Canadian shipper an advantage of about 18
cents a bushel.

What do these figures prove? They show conclusively that the St.
Lawrence waterway will not better the prospects of the American
wheat farmer. He will continue to be on the present basis of competi-
tion with his neighbors across the line. As they increase their acreage
the cheaper rail rates in Canada, to a considerable extent, and the
sentimental tie between England and her colony, to a greater extent, will
canse Canadian exports of wheat to increase while ours decline.

There is no hope, as I see it, that the digging of a canal to the sen
will help the American farmer to dispose of hiz wheat, There is one
advantage, however, although it must be shared with the Canadian
wheat exporter. I refer to the possibility of loading a ship at the lake
head and sending it directly to Liverpool. This will save the * fob-
bing " charges (elevator service, storage, brokerage, insurance, ete.) at
Buffalo and New York, or in Montreal, as the case may be. Un-
doubtedly, a few cents a bushel might be saved in this way. This
amount, added to the saving by water transportation over all rail or
part rall to New York, might amount to 7 or 8 cents a bushel,

Such a saving as this is worth while, of course, but it Is a saving
which would follow the building of the all-American capal just as
gurely as it would the construction of the 8t. Lawrence waterway. As
I see it, there is nothing in the economic aspects of the all-Canadian
route to justify enthusiasm for the project above the shorter American
route to the sea,

In calling attention to the better freight rates over the Canadian
national railways, which are operated by the Government, it is proper
to refer to the losses incurred in the operation of these lines, In 1923
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this deficit amounted to $63,630,127. Were the proper proportion of
thiz loss added to the rates on wheat there would be less advantage to
the Canadian shipper.

But, no matter how it is figured, the fact remains that no waterway
to the sea can possibly overcome the growing menace of Canadian
competition in wheat exportation, As it i8 to assist the marketing of
this commodity, particularly, that we have an Interest in the waterway,
we should face the facts as they are. To do so now will save fieart-
burnings in the future,

THE ST. LAWRENCE A ONE-WAYI ROUTE

I view the 8t. Lawrence route as one bound to be limited in its uses
almost exclusively to eastbound traffie. Its value to Americans is con-
fined to the advantage it offers in the exportation of bulk cargoes from
the Great Lakes. If there is enough wheat to fill a ship, or if one port
should have enough automobiles or any other product, to complete a
cargo for Liverpool, it would go somewhat guicker, if no more cheaply,
than by the American route. But that is all that can be said for
the 8t. Lawrence waterway, For the shipping of domestic freight frem
the west, it has almost no value to America,

One has but to study the Montreal traffic situation to see how value-
leza the 8t. Lawrence is to the American merchant receiving goods from
the east. In 1925, of the lake carriers arriving in Montreal with graim,
coal, and flour, no less than 2,670 returned without cargoes. Thera
was absolutely nothing for them to take west., These are the officlal
figures obtained from the Lachine Canal office, Montreal, April, 1924,
There need be no expectation of better conditions as a result of deepen-
ing and widening canals already in existence.

To my mind, it is absurd to think the St. Lawrence route would
profit the Great Lakes ports, or the great western population of our
country, A one-way water system could never pay, and this routs
could never be anything but a one-way system. What Iz produced la
Europe that the mid-West wants in ship-cargo lots? Regardless of ihe
doubtful advantages to the decreasing exportation of wheat, what else
is there to expect from a through line to Europe, enterlng the sea a
thousand miles from our own eastern and southern Atlantic seaboard?

The American railways carrying freight to and from tidewater are
handling goods for domestic consumption. If I am correctly advised,
83 per cent of all the traffic is of this type.

If this is troe, the only kind of a waterway which will benefit the
great masses of American shippers is one which will cheapen or facili-
tate the carriage of freight for domestic consumption. There is but one
route to serve this purpose. It 1s the one which eoincides with present-
Jday rallway development.

There are several reasons for this statement. In the first place, any
waterway from the Great Lakes to the sea will be open at best but
elght months in the year. During the other four months, and usually
nearly five months, the railways must be depended on as they are at
present, =

This being true, is it not wise to parallel the rallway lines as nearly
as possible? Then the same terminals at tidewater, the same brokers,
the same bankers, the same offices can be used the year around. There
can be no doubt, it seems to me, that satisfactory trade arrangements
can be made best by such a plan.

As a Nation we have determined upon the Illinois-Oblo-Missouri-Mis.
gissippl waterway. With a poliey of internal canals already established,
it is illogical to go beyond our borders with another route to the sea.

MONTREAL THE. BENEFICIARY OF THE S8T. LAWRENCE ROUTE

There is another thing which must not be overlooked: Why take a
chance on building up in a foreign country the chief North American
seaport ?

Montreal has grown and prospered until it has become the second
port on this continent in point of freight tonnage. As I have sug-
gested, it is the principal grain port of the world. If the St. Law-
rence waterway is developed, Montreal must rush forward by leaps and
bounds. It will become the chief transshipment port in North America,
if the rosy prophecles of the 8t. Lawrence's advocates are realized.

If the Great Lakes are to become a second Mediterranean there will
be mixed cargoes, in which package freight will predominate. These
cargoes must be broken up and transslipped. Unless steamship lines
to all parts of the world begin or end in each of the large lake ports,
there will be assembled on each ship sailing from the Great Lakes to
Liverpool packages which must be sent by other carriers to their
respective destinations. Not every cargo can be bulk cargo. Unless
confined to grain, automobiles, or some one commodity shipped in
quantities large enough to fill a ship, most of them will be mixed
CATZOES.

This means that somewhere on the route, or in Liverpool, there must
be rearrangement of the cargoes. If the frelght is intended for an
American port or for South America, of course the transshipment would
be made before crossing the ocean.

Speh transshipments would naturally be effected at tidewater, and
the first such port, to which and from which sail vessels to all ports
of the world, is Montreal. In this port, then, would be the breaking
of cargoes, with the consequent commercial development of a great




1928

center outside the boundaries of the TUnited States. Our national
prosperity would suffer in consequence.

Canada has achieved political independence. With her new-found
political and diplomatie freedom will come dreams of eommercial devel-
opment, Already she has perfected arrangements for a powerful steam-
ship line to the West Indies. Mail subventions are in her hands to use
and she has started on her way as a worthy competitor to the United
States. For us to make possible the building of the St. Lawrence canal
wounld be to play into her hands and to assist her proper ambitions.

Just now we are striving to bunild up an effective and permanent
American merchant marine. Why should we lay plans to hamper it
by this blow against our own shipping interests? Why build up Can-
ada’s chief city at the expense of American poris?

To give Montreal commercial supremacy on the Great-Lakes-to-the-
ocean waterway would result in what? It would encourage Canadian
and British steamship lines to continue their routes into the Great
Lakes with a view to picking up more and more of our shipments.
Inevitably American interests would suffer seriously from this invasion
of our natural and national rights.

The waterway to the sea should be built where it will guarantee the
use of American carriers and American ports. Otherwise, our own
country will be the loser. To build the Bt. Lawrence canal is the first
step toward the destruction of our merchant marine. It will defeat
every effort to galn American supremacy on the Atlantic. As I see it,
no Amerlean patriot, aware of the possibilities, could think of such a
thing as the promotion of the Bt. Lawrence canal.

THRE ST. LAWRENCE PROJECT A WATER-POWER SCHEME

There are powerful interests back of the St. Lawrence development.
It is not alone the farmers of the West who are enthusiastic for the
waterway because they honestly believe it will act in some mysterious
way as a remedy for their economic ills. But there are other and
secret influences at work to realize:this project. These interests are
selfish interests, interests devoted to the accretion of private wealth.
They are not like the western advocates, striving for self-preservation.
On the contrary, they are men who seek to corral the water-power
respurces of the country. They are determined that cheap electricity
ghall not compete with their wealth-producing properties and lessen
their inflated dividends,

Frankly, I regard the St. Lawrence waterway projecet as a water-
power scheme. The navigation feature is merely incidental to hydro-
electric development,

In a speech at New Haven on March 12, Mr. Herbert Hoover, Sec-
retary of Commerce, made an urgent appeal for the construction of this
route to the sea. * While the works to convert the 8t. Lawrence to a
ghipway must be on a stupemdous scale—the greatest engineering
project of modern history,” said Mr. Hoover; and again, “but its
enormons cost seemed to overwhelm itz ecomomic walunes” He spoke
of the perfection of electric transmission, declaring that this * has
made possible a large recovery of the cost of these works through the
gale of 5,000,000 of horsepower which will fall over these dams.”

Leaving for a t any disc of the eignificance of this
gtatement, let me recite what Seeretary Hoover sald about the magni-
tude of this water-power resourece: “ It comprises the largest single
gource of power and one of the most economical developments on the
continent.”

“ The development of power is a fortunate and valuable by-product,”
Mo. Hoover continued. * By-produoct” indeed! As T see it, if any-
thing in that project is a by-product, it is the limited American naviga-
tion of the proposed waterway, HSee if T am not right; Mr. Hoover
proved it for me when he said, “ While the total cost of the works on
the St. Lawrence will amount to about $600,000,000, our engineers
estimate that after we deduct that portion of the works which will
be taken over by the power development we are left on various esti-
mates with a cost to the Government of from $100,000,000 to $£200,-
000,000, which itself may some day be recovered from power."

If I am not a poor mathematician, that gives what the Secretary
calls the * by-product ™ an investment of $400,000,000 or $500,000,000
against $£100,000,000 or $200,000,000 for navigation. It looks to me
like a 4 to 2, or even & § to 1 power project. And, in my opinion,
the St. Lawrence waterway scheme is five parts hydroelectric power
and one part east-bound transportation.

THE FUTURE OF THE ST. LAWRENCE WATER POWER

Nobody doubts that the great water-power resources of the St. Lawrence
will be developed. Everybody knows that private commercial interests
are keen to get possession of these power rights so that they can be
used for the accretion of private wealth., To turn over to private
parties the right to use these vast resources on long-term leases is
almost as bad as giving them away outright. Unless provision is made
for unfailing control over the rate making, inordinate private fortunes
will result from the sale of power which belongs to the people.

What else would be done with the power feature of this development
il we undertake it? Our experiences at Muscle 8hoals and Boulder Dam
demonstrate that any other plan than farming out the power to pri-
vate parties is doomed to defeat. Undoubtedly, if the Federal Govern-
ment or the joint governmental body proposed by Mr. Hoover were
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permitted to go forward with this project, a licensee or licensees would
be given the rights to operate and distribute the power. In consequence,
the public would not have the benefits of markedly lower electric rates.

But by what right does Mr. Hoover expect the Federal Government
or the joint American-Canadian board to take possession of power rights
which belong to the State of New York and the Province of Ontario?
When he proposes to pay for the St. Lawrence waterway by the sale of
power, it strikes me Mr. Hoover is mighty generous with other people's
money.

The power is in the St. Lawrence. It should and will be developed,
but this must be done by its rightful owners. In the international
portion of the stream the State of New York and the Provinee of
Ontario, the local authorities, will do this job when the time is ripe.
Our great governor has outlined the way to finance the project,
and, in doe time, the wast hydroelectric possibilities of the St. Law-
rence will be made available to the people of the two countries. So
far as my State is concerned the majority of us believe that Governor
Smith's program will prevail, What this is, the ringing words of the
preamble to his proposed law clearly indicate. 1 guote:

“1It is hereby declared to be the public policy of the State of New
York to preserve inalienable and in perpetunity for the use and benefit
of the people the natural water-power resources of the State.”

To barter away our natural resources is little short of a erime
against posterity. They should be held in trust for the people and
developed for the people.

In disposing of the power of the St. Lawrence and of any other
natural water power, it should go first to the State and municipali-
tles; then to farm organizations and other quasl publie institutions.
Private investment may provide the transmission lines, perhaps, but,
from start to finish there must be such certainty of public control as
to guarantee against exorbitant rates, With such a program we may
be confident the humblest American home will have its electrie current
and can afford to use it.

Opposed as I am to the Government operation of railways, shipping,
and every other business founded on inventive or commercial genius,
I can not believe that the natural resources should be used for the
accumulation of private wealth. There is a vast difference between
the telephone, for instance, with a proper monetary return to Its
owners, and electric energy developed by harnessing the power of a
dashing stream of water., As I gee it, it would be just as proper to
meter the sunlight and air as to corral the streams of the earth for
the creation of private wealth.

INTERNATIONAL DIFFICULTIES

To develop the St. Lawrence involves the settlement of international
questions, with constant opportunity for clashes and discord. It raises
the question as to whether or not the United States can legally spend
money in peace times beyond its own borders,

Canada has the Province of Quebec and the city of Montreal to
satisfy. In this section is found an energetle opposition to the S8t.
Lawrence development. The all-Canadian Georgian Bay canal has
many advocates. They contend that the shorter route and national
ownership are advantageous and preferable to the 8t. Lawrence water-
way. This goes to the Georgian Bay by the Ottawa River, Lake Nipissing,
and the St. Francis River, and is two or three hundred miles less
distant to the Great Lakes.

Beyond this there is marked opposition to the development of hydro-
electric power for export from Canada. Especially in Quebec is there a
determined stand against it. Canada saw her timber cut and the
lumber manufactured in the United States, particularly in Michigan.
She does not intend to have great and numerous manufacturing estab-
lishments developed in America by the use of her water power. Who
can blame her?

The situation s pictured by the statement of one of Canada’s great
economists : “ The Dominion should not commit itself to an expendi-
ture, large or small, on the St. Lawrence, whether for canals or water-
ways, or both, at this time.” The same authority says, too, “An agree-
ment between Canadian, American, and/or Provineial and State an-
thorities which will avoid any future clash in their respective interests
ought to be realized before a grandiose St, Lawrence power-development
scheme be embarked upon."

THE ALL-AMERICAN CANAL PREFERABLE

The St. Lawrence waterway is out of the question, as I see it. It
does not compare in value to the United States with the so-called all-
American canal. The latter is capable of accomplishing for the Great
Lakes and the West all that the 8t. Lawrence can glve. With the one
exception of three days saved on export wheat to Liverpool, the Ameri-
can route is superior to the Canadian.

It will run to an American port, earry domestic freight to and from
the Atlantic seaboard, give the manufacturers and farmers of the
West access to Central and South America, the Panama Canal, the
West Coast of Africa, and the entrance to the Mediterranean. It has
no dangerous fogs and deadly icebergs to contend with and is open a
few more days in every year,

The all-American canal makes use of American bankers,
insurance facilities, and terminals.

brokers,
It provides for transshipments in
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American ports, It leaves the money of our citizens in the pockets of
Americans, - It helps to develop our own United States.

There is no doubt the American canal will cost more in the begin-
ning than the Canadian waterway. But the money for it will be spent
in our own country and its control will be forever in our own hands.

As a member of the Commerce Committee of the United States
Senate I have listened to the pros and cons of the argument. Many
references to the lack of popularity of the New York Barge Canal were
made by witnesses unfriendly to the all-American route, All the serious
criticisms of the New York waterway relate to the bridges over it and
their effect upon trafic. In this conmection I gquote ex-Gov. W, L.
Harding, of Iowa, chairman of the Great Lakes-Tidewater Association.
He is the chief official advocate of the St. Lawrence waterway.

On page 40 of the House rivers and harbors hearings, April 8, 1926,
Governor Harding is reported to have said:

“ The fact of the matter is the bridges and locks In the New York
Canal are the things that keep traffic off. There is plenty of traffic
there. There is no question about that, but these locks and these
bridges keep ships from coming, and when you build across New York
Btate, remember this.”

Mr. Harding is right. The New York Barge Canal i{s so hampered
by low bridges that ships capable of plying the Great Lakes and the
gea can not use it. But, of course, the all-American canal we contem-
plate will escape this handicap. The Army engineers, and other engi-
neers whom 1 have consulted, say it is only a matter of spending
enough money and every obstacle can be overcome,

Here is the latest report on the subject, submitted to Congress by the
Chief of the Army Engineers, On December 6, 1926, General Jadwin
eald :

“The route from the Great Lakes to the Hudson River is feasible,
from an engineering point of view, and its construction by the United
States Government would probably be justified in the near future, if
the plans for the improvement of the St. Lawrence do not meet the
joint approval of the legislative branches and executive heads of the
two Governments.”

The Army engineers in their report point out * the need for an
outlet for deep-draft vessels from the Great Lakes to the sea.” Appar-
ently they fear what I have heretofore suggested, that a non-American
route might result in “ possible changes in centers of production and
trade trends and such indirect benefits as development in manufacture
and taxable property.” These, they say, * might later justify the con-
struction of this waterway across the State of New York.” It is the
question of money that determines their recommendation in favor of the
8t. Lawrence, and, as in Mr, Hoover's speech, they include in the eco-
nomies of the Great Lakes to the sea project the importance of hydro-
electric development.

As I have pointed out, the water-power resources must not be con-
gidered in any study of a waterway to the sea. They are not Federal
property ; but those who want power need not worry, because they
will be developed by their rightful owners. In the last analysis, the
decision of our people must be based upon the comparative merits of the
two propositions as navigation projects pure and simple.

The questions before us are these:

Bhall we construct a deep-water outlet to the ocean through the
territory of another nation, at this time—and we hope for always—a
friendly nation? Or sball we construct it through our own territory,
where it will remain forever under our domination and national control?

For myself, there is but one answer. I would dig the capal from
Lake Ontario to the headwaters of the Hudson. In selecting a route I
ghould mot be governed by any preconceived idea as to exactly what
that route should be. But, whatever course is chosen, it will open a
shipway to the Hudson. Then, I would make the Hudson River as
freely open to foreign ships as is every part of the ocean. Our
Canadian neighbors would be welcomed to equal privileges upon our
waterway from the Lakes to the sea.

In my opinion, the American people will decide wisely if they select
the all-American canal. For the sake of our economic development
and for the national defense, this is the acceptable route.

RETIREMENT OF DISABLED EMERGENCY OFFICERS

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 777) making eligible for retirement,
under certain conditions, officers and former officers of the
Army of the United States, other than officers of the Regular
Army, who incurred physical disability in line of duty while
in the service of the United States during the World War.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I desire to know who has the
floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The junior Senator from Utah
[Mr. KiNg].

Mr. CURTIS. I ask the Senator if he will not continue and
conclude his remarks? We would like to have the bill acted on
to-night o that to-morrow we may carry out our agreement
to go into executive session to consider the Esch case. If that
case is disposed of to-morrow, I shall ask the Senate to ad-
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journ over until Monday; otherwise we shall be in session to-
morrow and Saturday, too.

Mr. HEFLIN., Mr. President, I suggest that we stay here
to-night until we get through with the pending bill.

Mr, KING. I shall conclude in a very short time, I assure
the Senator.

" lhlt[r. KING resumed and concluded his speech, which is as
ollows :

Mr. President, I appreciate the futility of any opposition
to the pending bill. There has been a nation-wide propaganda
for years for a measure of this character and a large number
of persons have given their support to it without appreciating
its effects or understanding its consequences. It changes the
entire policy which has prevailed during the life of this Republic
in dealing with the gquestions of pensions and retirement and
gives advantages to officers, not of the Regular Army, never
enjoyed by volunteer or reserve officers who served valiantly
in the various wars of this Republic. It discriminates against
the volunteer officers of the Civil War and the Spanish-American
War, and also against the ex-service men who served their
couniry with fidelity and courage during the recent World
War. It was said by one of the proponents of the bill, ex-
Senator Bursum, when a similar measure was under consid-
eration in the Senate on the 19th of January, 1925, that
legislation of this character would affect only 1,000 officers,
and that the total cost to the Government would be but
$618,030. It is now conceded that it deals with thousands of
officers, and no one can approximate the number who will be
included in its provisions, or the ultimate cost to the Govern-
ment. In my opinion, it will affect tens of thousands of persons
and cost the Government hundreds of millions of dollars.

I may say in passing that bills carrying appropriations meet
with little objection in this body, and hundreds of millions of
dollars are appropriated with but slight consideration,

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrRookHART] has just given his
approval to this bill and indicates his regret that it does not
include a larger number of beneficiaries in order that the appro-
priations called for might be greater. His position, as I under-
stand him, is that the prineiples of “ equality and democracy”
require that all ex-service men should receive the same compen-
sation by way of retirement as is received by officers. The appli-
cation of that doctrine would call for stupendous sums, Two
hundred thousand officers served in the Army during the World
War, and the total war strength of the Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps, as reported by the General Staff of the Army, was
4,800,000 men. There was 1 commissioned officer for every 20
enlisted men in all branches of the service. If each person who
served in the war was to receive the retirement privileges
granted by this bill to the person receiving the lowest compensn-
tion, it would cost the Government approximately $5,000,000,000
annually. I am mentioning this, Mr. President, not for the pur-
pose of contending that those who served in the war should not
be adequately compensated for the injuries and disabilities suf-
fered by them as a result of their service. I have supported
every measure providing for those who were wounded or who
suffered disabilities during their service and those measures pro-
viding compensation for those who were dependent upon them.
I have been unwilling to support this measure hecause of its
manifest injustice to those who are within its terms, as well as
to those who were not officers, but who served their country with
equal fidelity and patriotism during the World War.

I am in favor of liberal provisions for the wounded and dis-
abled and to support measures for the relief of the widows,
orphans, and dependents of those who lost their lives in the
great conflict,

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NeeLY in the chair).
the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. BROOKHART. Is the Senator able to state the number
of billions of war profits that were gathered in as the result of
the war?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the question of profits made by the
people of the United States during the war is not germane to
the bill under consideration. However, I am willing to admit
that during the World War there were large profits made by
various individuals and corporations throughout the United
States. Unfortunately, war, whether in our country or in other
countries, affords opportunities for persons to profit at the ex-
pense of their eountry. During the Civil War millionaires were
created. President Lincoln called attention to the war profiteers,
and following the Civil War there was bitter criticism of those
who had coined money out of the blood of those who died fight-
ing for the flag. I do not justify the conduct of those who made
enormous profits in their dealings with the Government in the

Does



1928

recent war, However, there were profits made in many branches
of trade and industry.

Real estate, as we know, advanced in value, and many lines
of industry reaped enormous profits, aithough the persons and
corporations engaged in such industries had no direct dealings
with the Government. Prices were inflated, values went up
beyond reasonable limits, and many manufacturers and middle-
men made very large profits. Senators will remember that
Congress laid heavy taxes upon the people, and derived billions
of dollars of revenue from taxes upon incomes and excess
profits. Many speculators were compelled to confribute large
sums in the shape of taxes which aided the Government in its
war activities,

There was a considerable advance in the prices of agricul-
tural lands, and undoubtedly some farmers, as well as business
men, derived profits during the war.

Mr. BROOKEHART. Mr. President——

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. BROOKHART., The Senator has referred to the advance
in agricultural lands. The Agriculture Department shows that
Towa land went to 213 index at the high peak. That was a
little over double the pre-war value. At the same time, the
index of all produets of the United States was 241. So that the
value of Iowa land, even in the speculation, never reached any-
thing like the general level of prices through the country. Then
the deflation came along, and now it is away below the pre-war
level in value. Not only that, but these billions of war profits
that went into other lines are still held, and are still charging
Iowa prices for profits and return upon their investment.

Now, the Senator says——

" Mr. KING. If the Senator wants to ask me a question, I
will yield; but I do not want him to make a speech in my time.

Mr. BROOKHART. No; I shall not do that., The Senator
raised the guestion on me that this war-profits matter was not
germane. I say it is material, and I am ready to find out how

much they were; and as long as any of them are left in the

hands of the men who took them I am ready to tax them and
take them back to do justice to the soldiers who served in the
war for the preservation of their country.

Mr. KING. The Senator is in error in assuming that I took
the position that the gquestion of war profits is not a subject
of importance or a material question. However, that guestion
is mot involved in the consideration of the present bill. 'When
we are discussing taxation and revenue legislation the guestion
of profits received by persons and corporations becomes highly
important. Nothing that I have said would indieate that it is
pot important to consider the service rendered to our country
by those who fought for it upon battle fields. I agree with
the Senator that there were many profiteers. I regret that
many persons took advantage of the war to increase prices and
to swell the profits of their business enterprises far beyond
legitimate bounds. I appreciate that fact, and during the war
and thereafter, gladly supported revenue measures that im-
posed heavy tax burdens upon those who were deriving large
profits from their business, and whose incomes were consid-
erable. My recollection is that I voted for an excess-profits
tax which in the higher brackets was more than 80 per eent.

Mr. BROOKHART. Did the Senator in the last revenue
bill vote to reduce the estate tax?

Mr. KING. No; I made the minority report against its
repeal and against reduction.

Mr. BROOKHART. I am glad to know if.

Mr. KING. I believed during the war that there should be
an estate tax levied, and I have taken the position since the
war that under conditions existing, the estate tax should not
be repealed. I believe that a large part of our revenue should
be derived from income taxes and corporate taxes; and that
for the time being the estates of decedents, allowing reason-
able exemptions, should be taxed to meet the war burdens and
the eurrent expenses of the Government,

Mr. President, I repeat when I say that I have favored
and shall continue to favor generous appropriations in behalf
of those who served their country and received wounds and
injuries and disabilities. T shall vote for generous pensions
for their widows and dependents. I look with favor upon the
provisions of the existing law which provides compensation
for reserve officers and enlisted men who sustained injuries
and disabilities while in the service of their country. The bill
before us, however, seeks to repeal in part existing law and
to give to those who served as emergency officers greater ad-
vantages and benefits than are granted to their brothers in
arms who did not happen to have commissions. It has re-
peatedly been shown when this bill and others of similar
character were under discussion that the private soldier was
to be discriminated against in favor of those who held tem-
porary commissions. Former Senator Wadsworth, of New York,
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one of the best friends the ex-gservice men have, opposed
this bill and similar measures. As chairman of the Military
Affairs Committee he voted against bills providing retirement
privileges for the reserve officers of the Civil War. He showed
in a number of speeches the injustices of such measures and
the discriminations in the bill as between the beneficiaries
thereunder.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr., Reep] in discussing this
bill has pointed out its injustices, and the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr. BixaEAM] has called attention to the inequalities
which will result as between those who come within its pro-
visions. He has pointed out that the bill is for the benefit of
the favored few among the officers who will have the retire-
ment privileges, but it gives but little relief to those officers in
lower grades and no relief to those who held commissions as
second lientenants. The Senator gave instances showing these
discriminations. As an illustration, he calls attention to the
reserve officer who was a colonel and who was wounded, losing
two-thirds of his leg. If a lawyer, he would receive under the
bill now under consideration $29 per month, but if a physician
he would receive $250 a month.

Mr. President, I desire to have inserted in the Rrcorp at this
point excerpts from an address of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Reen], delivered in the Senate on January 19, 1925,
I also ask leave to have inserted in the Recorp, without read-
ing, excerpts from the CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp of January 19,
1925, containing remarks by Senator Wadsworth and other
Senators upon a bill eontaining substantially the same provi-
sions as the one now before us.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Mr. RErp of Pennsylvania. The reason why the bill is essentially
wrong is that it discriminates betwen enlisted men and officers, and in
my judgment there is8 no reason in a demoeratie country like ocurs for
drawing any line of distinetion in compensation after the war between
the enlisted man and the officer, The officer was not made an officer
because he was of superior elay. He was made an officer because it was
necessary in the despotism that every army is to have graded command,
not because he was inherently better than the enlisted man.

Mr. BursoM, Is it not true that he was an officer because he was
found efficient at the training camp?

Mr. REED of Pensylvania. He was made an officer because he was
thought to fit in the particular step in the scale of command that was
needed to be filled. As for relative fitness, it takes ten times the man to
be the first sergeant of a company or battery or a line regiment than it
does to be a second lientenant in the Quartermaster Corps and fill an
armchair here iIn Washington, and yet by this bill we would give a pecu-
liar kind of nobility, if you please, to the second lieutenant of the Quar-
termaster Corps in Washington and say to the first sergeant, who was in
the line in France, * You are not as good as that lieutenant. You can
not be compensated on the same aristoeratic basis.," It is all wrong. It
is a slap at the enlisted man to give any such preference as this to
officers,

Mr. GEORGE, Mr, President, I would like to suggest to the Senator that
it seems to me to be basically wrong for this reason: The retired pay
of a regular officer of the Army is necessarily a part of his eompensation,
a compensation from the time that he enters into the Army. He is fore-
going something that he might otherwise demand, but by remaining in
the Army and working for the pay fixed for his respective grades he is
laying up this retired pay, so to speak. Basically, there is no founda-
tion for giving to the emergency officer, who s brought out of civil life,
where he has earned to the utmost of his capacity and up to his full
merits, the same retired pay that is given to the officer of the Regular
Army. That is in addition to the injustice which the Senator from
Pennsylvania has pointed out.

Mr. REep of Pennsylvania. The Benator has mentioned a point to
which I was coming in a moment. To summarize, first, I say that it is
indefensible discrinrination against the eunlisted man of the Army.
Next 1 say that the principle of the bill is all wrong, because it
scales the compensation aecording to rank and not according to dis-
ability. It is answered that every workman's compensation law takes
into account the earnings of the workmen and uses that in sealing
the damage that is payable for an injury, but it also takes into ac-
count the degree of the injury. I say, my fellow Senators, that it ia
all wrong to give a elightly disabled major three times as much as we
give a second lientenant who has a bullet through his spine and is
half paralyzed for the rest of his life. It is not just to grant com-
pensation according to rank. It ought to be graded according to
disability.

Mr. BresuM. The Senator refers to a slight disability. I call the
attention of the Senator that 30 per cent is the minimum, and 30 per
cent certainly is no slight disability.

Mr. REEp of Pennsylvania. Relatively slight disability I should have
gald. Of course, a man 30 per cent disabled deserves sympathy, even




if he is a major; but he does not deserve as much sympathy as the
100 per cent disabled second lientenant of the line who got his dis-
ability In combat. I say, it is all wrong to give three times as much or
twice as much to that major as would be given to that lieutenant.
One thing more about the number of officers affected by the Dbill,
The Veterans’ Bureau have told us the number that are disabled by
wounds in combat, but they have not told us the number of officers
who would be held to be constructively disabled by the section of the
VYeterans' Burean act that we passed last June, giving constructive
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after the war, they promptly stopped it by fixing an upset date beyond
which no naval reserve or marine officer could be retired. * * #
- - &® - - - L]

1 know the subject attracted a great deal of attention among Sen-
ators and at the White House. President Harding beecame very much
concerned over the precedent set In that legislation as affecting Navy
and Marine Corps reserve officers, for the papers calling for the retire-
ment of Naval Reserve and Marine Corps reserve officers began piling
up on his desk in an alarming fashion. I think President Harding was

disability to those men who, up to the first of this year, developed any
of those varions diseases. That number would have to be very much
larger, in my judgment, than the 1,085, or whatever the number 1is,
the Veterans' Bureau has reported.

L L L] . - L *

Mr. WapsworTH, Mr. President, I regret to say that I have not
been present during the discussion which has taken place this morn-
ing on the bill, and so I am not familiar with the observations thus
far expressed, either in support or in opposition to it, save those
observations which I have just heard expressed by the Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep]. May I say at the outset that I feel very
much as he does concerning the measure. I want to make it clear
that upon two occasions the Committee on Military Affalrs has re-
ported this measure to the Senate, and that upon both occasions in the
committee—] think I am violating no confidence—I opposed the meas-
ure for reasons which I shall endeavor to develop In a very few
moments.

Before discussing some of the details of the problem I might make
this observation: A good deal of the support enjoyed by this measure
when it was first introduced, I think, came from the fact that a
number of young men, upon graduating from officers’ training camps
in the first three or four months of our participation in the war, were
glven commissions in the Regular Army as contrasted with commis-
sions in the National Army. They were young men whose superiors
wanted Included in the regular service and it was their idea, I have
no doubt, that they would remain in the regular serviece through and
beyond the war. Some of those young men, after securing commis-
gions as second lieutenants in the Regular Army, were thereafter
wounded, and in accordance with the statute at that time—and that
statute is still upon the books—they were retired. Their number is
comparatively small. But the treatment which they recelved under
the statute turned out in a financial sense to be more generous than
the treatment accorded to young emergency officers of practically the
same age who served in one of the National Army or National Guard
divisions, if you please.

The contrast in the treatment of those two groups, one a very large
group, the emergency-officer group, and one a wvery small group, the
young recently commisisoned regular-officer group, I think has had
something to do, indeed a great deal to do, with the introduction and
pressing toward passage of the bill. The argument has been made that
two young men who went to an officers’ training camp at the outbreak
of the war should, no matter what the style of their commission be
later om, receive the same treatment financially when they have become
the victims of injury Incurred in line of duty. There is something to
be said, I will admit, upon that score, and yet when one views the
situation in a broader sense I think one is impelled to the conclusion
that the incident to which I have just referred is of comparative unim-
portance. d

The bill, as I look upon if, revolutionizes our whole theory of com-
pensation for injuries suffered in war. It reverses in very large measure
the whole policy of the Government.

Mr. Bursum., Mr. President——-

The Presiping Orricer (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does the Senator
from New York yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. WapswortH. I yield.

Mr. BursuM. Is it not true that the emergency officers of the Navy
and the marines and the provisional officers were given the benefits of
retirement pay for a period of something over a year?

Mr. WapswoRTH. That is true and has often been adverted to.

Mr. BoursuM. Just one further word—and that this bill will grant
no benefits except applieation shall be filed and received within one
year, so that the proposition ean not revolutionize anything any more
than Congress has already revolutionized in the granting heretofore of
retirement pay to the emergency officers of the Navy, marine, and
provisional officers,

Mr, WapsworTH. With that I do not agree. It is true that there
was attached to a naval appropriation bill, as I recollect it, a provision
extending the retirement privilege to reserve officers of the Navy and
Marine Corps and that that retirement privilege was exercised by them,
under regulations, during and immediately following the war.

It is also true that the Senate, at least, did not debate that gquestion
and had little conception, if any at all, of its significance, but that as
soon as it was ascertained what that seetion of the statute applieable to
the Navy and marine officers meant——

Mr. BumsuM. Mr. President

Mr. WapsworTii. May I finish, please? As soon as the meaning and
significance of that section of the statute were ascertained by the Con-
gress, In a provision of a statute which took effect two or three years

med about it; the Navy Department itself began to feel concerned
about it; and many Members of the Senate did, with the result that,
with searcely any opposition at all, the law was repealed.

Mr. BorsuMm. Mr. Presldent

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York yield to
the Bepator from New Mexico?

Mr., WapsworTH. 1 yileld.

Mr. BursuM. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from New
York to the fact that the former retirement bill provided for general
retirement on the same basis as is given to the officers of the Regular
Army, while this bill, as a matter of fact, is not strictly a retirement
measure except as to the compensation which is to be pald. There is
guite a difference between the two propositions. The retirement given
to emergency officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps, provisional
officers, did mnot require 30 per cent permanent disabillty but mere
unfitness for service. They received the identical treatment that is
accorded to the officers of the Regular Army or the Navy, There is
gome difference between the two propositions.

Mr. WapsworTH. When one considers the financial side of this matter
the difference is so slight that it is hard to identify. It is more in
terms than in results.

Now, Mr, President, supplementing the remarks of the Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr, REED], I wish to call the attention of the Senate as
succinctly as possible to the actual results which will follow the enact-
ment of legislation such as this, This bill provides that every emer-
gency officer who has incurred injuries rated in excess of 30 per cent
shall recelve the retired pay of the grade which he held when he was
discharged from the service. For example, the pay of a first lieutenant
on the retired list is $1,500 per year, An emergency first lieutenant
who has been injured to the extent of 30 per cent disability would under
this bill, should it be enacted into law, receive for the remainder of his
life $1,600 per year, If he has suffered an injury which has been
rated as 20 per cent disability, he will draw compensation under exist-
ing compensation laws at the rate of about $20 per month. It Is to be
remembered, and if I am wrong——

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania, The amount is $16 a month,

Mr, WapsworTH, I am corrected by the Senator from Pennsylvania,
who has studied this matter of compensation of war-time injuries. The
officer in question would receive $16 a month If he were 20 per cent
disabled.

Mr., FLETCHER. And more than 10 per cent disabled. I think the
provision is not less tham 20 per cent but more than 10 per cent.

Mr, WapsworTH, I thank the Senator. His total compensation, then,
would be §192 a year. Now, here are two first lieutenants, one injured
to the extent of 20 per cent, who will draw $192 a year, while the
other one, injured to the extent of 30 per cent—and the difference Is
not great—will draw $1,500 a year. Can that be defended?

How can any such discrimination as that be defended? POne will
draw almost eight times as much as the other, although they are men of
the same age, the same rank, and the same service. How long will it
take the 20 per cent man who is drawing $192 to complain against that
discrimination and demand that this law, if it shall become a law,
shall be amended so that the 80 per cent disability feature shall be
reduced to 20 per cent and include him? It is inevitable that such a
demand will arise,

Now, I have given an illustration as to men of the same rank, both
first lieutenants. Let us compare men of different ranks and see how
they will fare under this bill should it become law. A second lieuten-
ant's retired pay is $1.275 per year; a major's retired pay is $2,250
per year. Let us assume that two young men, working in the same
business at the ontbreak of the war, go into the service. They are both
sent to officers’ training camps, being men of good education and being
regarded as good prospects, as it were, from the military standpoint.
They both graduate as second lieutenants from the same military train-
ing camp, and they may have been members of the same training com-
pany in the camp. Both see active service. Everyone knows that in
war time opportunities for promotion as the result of distinguished
service or excellent service come to some men that do not come to
others. These two young men are commissioned as second licutenants,
but they join different outfits. One outfit may see a great deal of
fighting while the other outfit may see but little fighting. The chances
for promotion for those officers who are not fortunate enough, if I may
use that expression In this connection, to serve in an outfit that sees
service and hard fighting are greater than the chances for promotion
for those officers who serve in an outfit which sees comparatively little
fighting. These men have started together; they have each given up
the same prospects in business life; they have made the same sacrifice;
but one of them, through the fortunes of war, may be promoted rapidly
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while the other one may not be promoted. Both of them serve in battle,
each loses an arm, but one loses it as a major while the other loses it
ag a second lieutenant. The major for the remainder of his life, under
this bill, will draw a thousand dollars a year more than will the
second lieutenant.

Mr. Kivc. Mr. President, what would be paid to the brother of the
major or the brother of the second lientenant who was just as brave,
but who fought as a private,

Mr. WapsworTH. He would receive $100 a month if totally disabled.

Mr. KiNe. Why the discrimination?

Mr. WapsworTH. I am not competent to rate disabilities as suog-
gested to me. Perhaps the Senator from Pennsylvania may remind
us approximately at what the loss of an arm is rated?

Mr. Reep of Pennsylvanin. I do not remember exactly.

Mr. GeorgE, Mr, President, I think it is rated at about 40 per cent
under the present law. 1 do not think it is rated as total disability.

Mr. KiNa. That is Immaterial to the point which I desire to bring
out, namely, the great disparity between the amount which the private
who fought gallantly and heroically and was wounded will receive in
comparison to his brother or neighbor who happened to be an officer.
I wanted to show the disparity between what the private would get
and what his brother who happened to be a major or a second lieu-
tenant or a captain would get. -

Mr. WapsworTH. Of course, the disparity is much greater as between
officers and enlisted men. Thus far I have confined my discussion to
the disparity between the officers.

I assume that, generally speaking, these men all made the same
sacrifice when they went into the Army. They were an exceedingly
intelligent, upstanding lot of young men who went into our officers’
training camps during the war and who secured emergency commis-
sions or National Army commissions. This bill sets up a system of
compensation for injuries based, as the SBenator from Pennsylvania has
stated, upon rank, and the disparity between officers, if we are con-
sidering officers alone, is tremendous.

To be perfectly frank, Mr. President, I have received a good many
letters asking my support of this measure from former officers who
have much sympathy with their fellows *who were severely injured.
I am frank to say that when the disparity of treatment is displayed
before them, at least they have hesitated in carrying on their aggressive
support in favor of this measure. Bome, of course, insist that it shall
go through, that the disparity shall be maintained, and that the dis-
parity is right. I can not see it in that way.

Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, WapsworTH. I yield,

Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania. The Senator from New York did not bring
out the disparity between the payments to officers and enlisted men.
He mentioned it, but did not give the same kind of illustration as he
gave relative to officers. Carrying the illustration further, suppose a
private or first sergeant, any enlisted man, to have lost an arm he
would get about $480 a year against a major getting over $2,200 a year
for precisely the same injury. Is not that true?

Mr. WapsworTH. Exactly; that is trone; and those two men very
concelvably—and, indeed, the statement I am about to make is generally
true—those two mcen upon entering the service made the same sacrifice;
their business prospects, their social prospects, their professional pros-
pects were, in large measure alike, because, as the Senator from Penn-
gylvania -hag said, the man who rose to the rank of first sergeant of a
company of Infantry or battery of Field Artillery was, to use a collo-
quialism, “ some man.”

- L L] - * - L

Mr. President, this measure represents an attempt fo use the retired-
pay system of the regular gervices, which bas been in operation for at
least three generations, for the increase of pensions. That is what it is
for ; at least, that is its principal object.

Leaving aside for the moment any discussion of the merits of increas-
ing the pension or compensation of those who have been injured—I do
not intend to discuss that—I do, however, want to point out that this
is the first time within my knowledge when it has been seriously pro-
posed to use the sliding scale of retired pay as n vehicle for Increasing
war-time pensions; and when you use a sliding scale of compensation
which is based upon rank, and rank alone—there is no other considera-
tion in it—you are indeed revolutionizing our whole pension theory and
practice,

It may be of interest to the Senate that I should read a very, very
brief table showing the retired pay of officers of the several grades.

The brigadier general's retired pay is $4,500 per year.

The colonel's retired pay is $3,000 per year.

The lieutenant colonel's retired pay is $2,625 per year.

The major's retired pay is $2,250 per year.

. The captain’'s retired pay is $1,800 per year.

The first lieutenant's retired pay is $1,500 per year.

The second lieutenant's retired pay is $1,275 per year.

. These amounts represent the retired pay of officers of the Regular
Army who have served less than five years. Regular Army active pay
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and retired pay is based upon a combination of rank and length of
service, As all the emergency officers served less than five years, they
would receive in the matter of retired pay the retiring pay of their
respective grade given to officers of less than five years' service.

Mr. BursuM, Mr. President——

The PrESIDING OF¥IcERr. Does the Senator from New York yield to the
Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. WapsworTH. [ yield.

Mr. BursuMm. Of course, an officer of the Regular Army who was
wounded in the service in line of duty would be retired with three-
fourths pay.

Mr. WapsworTH. Certainly.

Mr. BursuMm. The officers under this bill would receive no greater
benefit than that? k

Mr. WapsworTH. I have not said they wonld.

Mr. Bursum. I understood the Senator to say that there was a
difference,

Mr. WapsworTH. Oh, no; oh, no—not in that direction; none at all.

Mr. Bursusm., What is the purpose of the statement just made by the
Senator?

Mr. WapsworTH. I have just read to the Senate for its information
the salary schedule; that is all. I imagined that some Senators might
like to know the figures,

Mr. BursuM. What bearing has it on this bill?

Mr. WapswoBRTH. Why, a most distinet bearing when we consider
this bill in the broad view. We are treating with an immense emer-
gency army made up of officers and men, and you are discriminating
in favor of the officer.

Mr. Bursusm, Do you not do the same thing in the Regular Army?
Do you not discriminate in favor of the officer?

Mr. WADsWORTH. The retired pay of a Regular Army officer is not
in the nature of a pension or a disability compensation ; it is deferred
galary.

Mr, Bursusm. How can it be if he is wounded in the service, and
perhaps has only been in the Army a year or a day, and he goes into
battle and gets wounded?

Mr. WapsworTH. The Senator is picking out the extreme case which
I myself referred to in my opening remarks,

Mr, BursUM. Such cases occur during war times,

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; there we are; just so, and I mentioned that
very thing.

Mr, Bursus. That is what this covers—war-time service; nothing
else.

Mr. WapsworTH. No, Mr. President; this goes far beyond that im
its implications and its precedent,

The retired pay givem to a regular officer of the Army or Navy
iz not a pension. It is a deferred salary, given to him to encourage
him to stay in the service at low pay all through his active years.
It is given to keep the good men in the service In peace and war.
The Government says to the officer: " If you will come in as a second
lieuntenant, we can only give you $1,700 a year. That is mighty low
pay for a man who can graduate from West Point with a mental equip-
ment of that kind. As a first lieutenant we can not give you much
more than $2,000 a year. As a captain you can not get much more
than $2,500 a year, and you will have to stay in the service 10 years
before you can -become a captain. When you get to be a major we can
give you about $3,500, including your allowances, but you will have
to stay at least 14 years in the service to get that far"; and many
an officer has stayed in the service more than 14 years before he has
reached field rank. The Government says: “ I'lease stay in. We want
you to stay in. We must have trained officers; and if you do stay in
until you break down physically, either as the result of a wound or
illness, in war or peace, or until you have reached the age of 64, then,
when we have used you up, when you no longer can go out and earn
a living because you have spent your life or sacrificed your health,
in view of all these years you have served at a mere pittance, we will
give you three-fourths pay as retired pay.”

That is all there is to it. It is not a pension. It is deferred salary
to encourage the man to stay in, whether he is hurt or not.

Mr. President, I thought that if the Senate had not already the
figures it would be interested in knowing the approximate number of
former emergency officers who are now receiving compensation under
a rating of 30 per cent or more permanent disability. There is 1
general officer, there are 5 colonels, 12 lieutenant colonels, 71 majors,
273 captains, 374 first lieutenants, and 282 second lieutenants, the
total being 1,018 officers. If those 1,018 officers received the retire-
ment pay of their respective grades In accordance with the figures of
the little table I read a moment ago, the total of such retired pay
would be $1,622,700. It is to be remembered, however, that these offi-
cers are now receiving compensation under the provisions of existing
law, which foots up In thelr cases, in the aggregate, $1,026480. Sub-
tracting that sum from the former sum which would be involved by
the passage of this bill it will be seen that this bill will increase the
annual expense of the Government in this regard by the sum of
£596,220, in round figures $600,000.
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Mr. Kixg. That Is, assuming there are no additions to the roster
of disabled officers.

Mr. WapsworTH. Yes. In order that we may have a true plcture
of it, or as complete a picture as possible, let me remind Senators
that in the sentence which refers to these umcers who are to be its
beneficiaries, the bill reads in this fashion—

“ who during such service have incurred physical dlsnbintr in line of
duty and who have been, or may hereafter be, rated in accordance
with law at not less than 80 per cent permanent disability.”

Of course, as the years come along, the number of those rated in
excess of 30 per cent will increase. The passage of any such bill as
this would be an lmmense incentive for such an increase, because,
as the disability incurred by a man during the war begins to weigh
upon him more as he grows older—and that is inevitable—that very
disability will be rerated, upon his request.

That js perfectly natural and entirely proper. So that the man
who to-day is rated at 25 per cent permanent disability will, it is safe
to say, be rated in excess of 30 per cent in a very short time, and he
will have an immense incentive to secure that increase in his rated dis-
ability. 'The difference to him in dollars and cents will be all the way
from & few hundred dollars per year to a thousand or twelve hundred
dollars per year, if this bill should become a law,

* * * *® * * =

Mr. President, whatever the construetion may be, whether the Sena-
tor from New Mexico is right or the Senmator from Pennsylvania is
right, it is perfectly obvious that during the 12 months following the
passage of any such bill as this there would be a scramble on the part
of every officer rated below 30 per cent to get a rerating which would
put him above 30 per cent, because it would mean literally thousands
and thousands of dollars to him during the rest of his life,

Mr. BursvM. Mr, President, I take the records of the Velerans
RBureau, which says that 1,018 officers will be affected by this act. That
office is in possessiom of the records, and can obtain a correct survey.

Mr. WapsworTH. I have already read the figures to the Senate. That
is the number of officers now rated over 30 per cent.

Mr. BorsuM. Not guite that. I do not know that that is exactly
correct. I think that they estimate that there may be that number,

Mr. WapsworTH. It says, * permanent disability rated at 30 per cent
or more.”” I have the table in my hand, furnished to me as being
official, and the number In each grade is given.

My observation is this: That the 1,018 would be greatly increased
within the 12 months following the passage of any such bill as this.
As I said before, there would be a scramble to get into this preferred
class.

Mr. BrrsuM, The director of the bureau did not seem to believe that.

Mr. WapsworTH. Then he has not an accurate knowledge of human
nature,

Mr, Bursva., He has, however, a record of the physical condition of
these officers.

Mr. WapsworTH. Certainly.

Mr. Bursum. That, of course, is the index of the extent of their
disabilities,

Mr. WaipsworTH. Mr. President, 1 have endeavored to set forth
my principal objections to this legislation. I have been familiar with
it for three years. We discussed it at great length in the Committee
on MilTtary Affairs, at least In connection with two bills, this being
the second bill, Upon each occasion, as I said at the outset, the
majority of the commiitee has tbought it wise and proper to report
the bill favorably, and upon one previous occasion it passed the Senate,
but never emerged from the House Committee on Military Affairs.

Frankly, I believe that a bad error is involved in this legislation,
which would come back to plague us if we ever put it upon the statute
books. When the enlisted men, who served through the last war, who
are suffering disabilities in excess of 30 per cent—and they are num-
bered by the scores of thousands—realize that the officer of approxi-
mately their own age, and with equal prospects with them when they
went into the war together, is getting two or three times as much in
money from the Government for the same injury as the enlisted men
they will be storming at the doors of Congress for equal treatment,
and in my humble judgment, no Congress will be able to resist them.

Mr, 8mM00T. Why should they resist them?

Mr. WapsworTH. Yes; why should they resist them?

Mr. REep of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WapsworTH. I yleld.

Mr. Reep of l'ennsylvania., As chairman of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs, has the Senator received much solicitation from enlisted
men for the enmtment of this bill?

Mr. WapsworTH. I do not recollect any.

Mr. Regp of Pennsylvania. Has the Senator had any evidence that
the enlisted men of the last war as a whole know that any such sug-
gestion is pending here? I ask that because 1 myself have not. I have
been repeatedly solicited by the officers who would be beneficlaries of
the bill, but never by an enlisted man.

Mr. WapsworTH. I will say this in all frankness, that the legislative
agent or the representative here in Washington of the American Legion
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bas upon more than one occasion urged the passage of this bill. Whether
the gix or eight hundred thousand members of the Legion know about
the bill, and what it would do, 1 question,

Mr. Kixg. Mr. President

Mr. WapsworTH, I yield.

Mr. Kix6. I bave received many communications from privates reg-
istering their opposition to this bill, and the president of an organiza-
tion of privates in the World War, which organization, I recall, he
stated consisted of several handred thousand members, has seen me .
upon a number of occasions and expressed his disapproval of the bill,
He states that so far as he is advised none of those who were privates
in the war favor this bill except a few who think that if the bill gets
through, then they can knock at the doors of Congress and Congress
will be compelled to give the privates the same relief accorded the
emergency officers.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the statements of Senator Reep
and Senator Wadsworth point out some of the fundamental
objections to the pending bill. At various times during the
past suggestions have been made that the volunteer and reserve
officers who served during the conflicts in which our country has
engaged should receive the same advantages and privileges
which were accorded to regular officers of the Army and the
Navy. To all these proposals the country and Congress have
turned deaf ears. The distinetion between those men who
entered the military service of their country as young boys and
dedicated their lives to such service, and those who served
temporarily as reserve or volunteer officers is obvious, and it
seems to me shows the unwisdom of the pending measure. The
Government maintains military and naval academies for the pur-
pose of training young men for military service. They enter
these institutions as boys. The doors of opportunity in civil life
are closed to them. They give their lives and all that they have
to their couniry. The compensation given is not great. but the
Government states that as deferred payment, after serving-many
yvears, they may retire upon three-fourths’ pay. But after retire-
ment they are still in the Army and subject to the call of their
country.

To place them in the same category with emergency officers
or volunteer officers who give but a limited period to military
service and who upon leaving such service take up their former
occupations or return to their pursuits in civil life. it seems
manifestly unjust. Senators will remember that both in the
House and Senate there have been many who served as volunteer
officers in the Civil War. A considerable number of them served
upon the Military and Naval Affairs Committees of the Senate
and House and gave consideration to legislation dealing with
the officers and ex-service men of the Civil War.

Many bills were passed in behalf of the Grand Army of the
Republic, Pension measures were enacted, but at no time was
there a serious demand that volunteer officers should he placed
in the same situation as regular officers of the Army and Navy
and receive retirement privileges provided for the latter. I re-
peat that if the bill before us is to be enacted into law, provi-
gions ghould be made to grant to the very few volunteer officers
of the Civil War who now survive, and to those who =zerved as
volunteer officers in the Spanish-American War, the same privi-
leges and benefits that are to be given to the reserve officers
who served in the World War. There must be no discrimina-
tion.

But the reserve officers of the Civil War and the Spanish-
American War, so far as I know, have not believed that legis-
lation placing them in the same category as the regular officers
of the Army and Navy was justified. Senators will recall that
General Grant, General Logan, Presidents Garfield and McKin-
ley rendered service as volunteer officers in the Civil War. They
did not seek retirement privileges, nor did others who served
with them in that great conflict to preserve the Union.

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. KING. 1 yield.

Mr. TYSON. I just want to ask the Senator if any of the
gentlemen of whom he has spoken were disabled?

Mr. KING. Not those whose names I have just mentioned ;
but many were disabled as the Senator knows.

Mr. TYSON. I know that; but the point I am making is
that these men were not entitled to retirement, because they
were not disabled.

Mr. KING. The Senator knows that there were tens of
thousands of volunteer officers in the Civil War, many of whom
were killed and thousands of whom were disabled. Many of
them sustained serious injuries, There have been Members
of the Senate and House of Representatives who suffered seri-
ous disabilities during their service as volunteer officers. I
know of some who lost an arm and others who lost a leg, and
others who lost the sight of one eye, and many others whose
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disabilities were of a most serious character. None of these
gallant officers received retirement privileges, nor did they seek
legislation such as that being urged by the Senator from Ten-
nessee.

Mr. TYSON. Not retirement, perhaps; but they got pensions
very muech higher than those the enlisted men got. Four times
as much.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the pension system was adopted
at an early day in this Republic to provide for officers and men
who received injuries or suffered disabilities while engaged in
military service, I believe that it is true that the officers re-
ceived, as a rule, higher pensions than did the privates. As I
have stated, I am in favor of granting pensions or compensa-
tion, if that term is preferred, to those who were wounded dur-
ing the World War. I shall show later that Congress has dealt
quite generously with those who suffered disabilities while sery-
ing their country during the World War. If the compensation
which is now paid is inadeguate, I shall be glad to consider the
wisdom and justice of increasing the amount paid to those who
were wounded and suffered disabilities in the line of duty. I
am not opposing compensation to those who were injured, both
officers and men. I am opposing the inequalities of the present
bill, the injustices which will result and the inequalities among
the officers who will be the beneficiaries under the bill, and dis-
criminations between them and those who valiantly served as
goldiers upon the battle fields.

Mr, TYSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr, TYSON. The pensions given officers after the Civil
War were very much larger for officers than for the private
soldiers, and if we were to increase the amount given to officers
of the World War in proportion over what the enlisted men in
the World War got it would be a great deal more than any
officer would get under this bill.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I can not agree with the con-
clusions stated by the Senator. The Senator is attempting by
this bill to rivet upon the country a system which has never
been adopted by this Republic. That some officers have received
larger pensions than privates, I think, is true. It may be that
that can not be justified. However, the Government never
adopted the policy of giving to volunteer or reserve officers the
retirement privileges accorded to regular officers; but it adopted
what is known as the pension system, under which officers
. and men receive compensation or pensions based upon the in-
juries received or disabilities suffered by reason of their mili-
tary service. The pension system was expanded so as to pro-
vide pensions regardless of injuries or disabilities after a
certain age had been reached for those who had served in the
armies of their country. Upon a number of occasions following
the Civil War measures were introduced in Congress which
sought to give to the volunteer officers a different status and
permit them to have some of the advantages provided for the
regular officers in our Military Establishment. But all efforts
to place the volunteer officers in the same class with the regular
officers with respect to retirement failed. When an attempt
was made in behalf of volunteer officers who had served in the
Civil War the proposition was attacked upon the ground of
diserimination, favoritism, and so forth.

Senator Grimes stated that the country was willing to pay
the officers pensions and he supposed “that Congress was dis-
posed to increase the penmsions if they are not able to support
themselves upon what we already give them.” Senator Harris
stated :

If T understand it the effect of the provision will be simply to
gelect a number of officers of the Veteran Reserve Corps who may im-
mediately and probably will be very soon placed upon the retired list
and place a number of wounded officers now out of the service upon
the retired list to receive pay as officers of the Army.

As I have indicated, this proposition was defeated as were
others of a similar character. I reeall the pathetic case of Capt.
Charles P. Johnson of the Iowa Volunteers. He was shot
through the hips and internally injured in such manner as to
keep him lying prone on his face continually thereafter. A bill
was offered in 1868 to grant him a pension but there was no
thought of placing him upon the retired list.

When an effort was made to place General Shields who had
been a brigadier general during the Mexican War and during
the Civil War, upon the retired list, it was opposed. Senator
Oglesby, himself a veteran of both wars, stated that there were
thousands who had rendered efficient and patriotic service who
were disabled. He was unwilling to place General Shields,
worthy and patriotic as he was, upon the retired list. His
position was, in effect, opposition to the application of the re-
tirement system to the volunteer officers.
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Senator Edmunds, after briefly stating the existing retire-
ment law. expounded the theory of retirement as follows:

What is the principle npon which that statute is founded, which
has established this retired branch of the Army of the United States
and into which it is proposed to put * * * gpldiers * * * who
do not now belong to the Army? That principle plainly is *= * #
that when a citizen of the United States devotgs his life to the business
of the military service of his country and has spent 30 or 40 years of
service to it, having no other occupation, having given up his whole
career to that one service, when old age comes upon him shall not be
dismissed from the service but may be placed upon this retired list
and relieved from active duty; or when, having devoted his life to the
regular military service of his country, he has become incapacitated
® * * he may be retiredd * * * We have provided for the
volunteer soldiers of the United States, when they have been disabled
in the service of their country, pensions, liberal pensions, * #* *
not too liberal for their deserts in some respects; probably not liberal
enough in respect to some classes of persons whose capacity to do
anything had been entirely destroyed by wounds received in the
service. * * * (General Shields has a pension, * * * and yet
you propose to foist him into a branch of the public service with which
he has no connection, and which is founded upon a prineciple that does
not apply to him at all.

The subject of retirement for volunteer officers was considered
by Secretary of War Lindley M. Garrison. In 1914 he opposed
the application of the principles of the retirement bill to volun-
teer officers and gave some of the reasons justifying the con-
clusion which he reached. He stated that the privileges of the
retired list of the Regular Army constitute a consideration
granted by the Government for the consecration of lives to
military service. He states that the military relations requires
the officer to give up ambition which is the rightful portion of
every man in the world, “and for a measure of compensation
which does not exceed. what is barely sufficient to maintain
himself and family in the status which the military service
demands.” His position was that the measure then being con-
sidered, if enacted, would constitute a direct step toward * graft-
ing upon our military policy the principle of retirement rather
than pensiong for our volunteer forces, both officers and enlisted
men, the result of which would be an almost insupportable
burden on our people.”

Mr. President, the letter of Secretary Garrison presents the
arguments against a measure of the character under discussion
in so clear a manner that I ask that it be inserted in the Rrcorn
without reading, as a part of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

APRIL 20, 1914.

Dear Mer. Hay : The accompanying bill, H. R. 1851, Sixty-third Con-
gress, first session, referred to the Becretary of War for further infor-
mation and remark, is herewith returned. This bill was previously re-
ferred to the War Department, and on that reference the information
desired was as to the probable number of beneficiaries of this proposed
legislation and the annual ecost of paying the same, It was reTurned
by letter of the Acting Becretary of War, dated March 26, 1914, inclos-
ing a memorandum prepared by The Adjutant General of the Army
giving the information required by the reference as accurately as could
be furnighed.

The beneficiaries of the bill are the surviving commissioned officers
of the volunteer forces of the Civil War period. I desire to preface my
remarks on this bill with the statement that they are mot to be con-
strued as in any sense antagonistic to any proposition to bestow ade-
quate rewards upon this eclass. They rendered their service in a trying
period of our history, and pursuant to the dictates of patriotism—serv-
fces which ean not be measured in terms of financial reward. My
objection to the bill goes not to the amount of the reward but to its
character, and I shall make my objection clearer by a brief reference
to which I conceive to be the purpose for which a retired llst for the
Regular Army is provided.

The privileges of the retired list of the Regular Army constitute a
consideration granted by the Government for the consecration of lives
to its military service and the volunteering for life for such service in
any exigencies that may arise, whether in peace or war. The military
relation requires the officer to give up ambitions which are the rightful
portion of every man in the great world outside, and for a measure of
compensation which does not exceed what is barely sufficlent to main-
tain himself and family in the status which the military service de-
mands ; and the law bas sald that when he serves a preseribed period
of time, or has reached a certain age, or is disabled by injury or dis-
ease incident to the service, he must withdraw from active service and
give way to a younger man better fitted for the rigors of military life.
As the officer has not been trained for a business career or for any
career in civil life, he finds himself at the end of his service, certainly
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in the vast majority of cases, not only without a profession but without
a competency.

Prior to 1861 we had no retired list for the Regular Army., In that
year Congress, in recognition of the conditions above deseribed, estab-
lished such a retired list. It was In no proper semse a pension lisi.
The officer by his retirement was withdrawn from aetive service, but
was still retained as a part of the Armry, subject to its laws and to
trial by military courts, and to be called upon to perform such duties
as were within his ability, His obligation to render such service is
expressed in the concluding provislon of the aet creating a retired list
in the following terms:

“Bgc, 25. And be it further enacted, That retired officers of the
Army * * * may be assigned to such duties as the President
may deem them capable of perfornring, and such as the exigencies of
the public serviee may require.” (12 Stat. 287.)

It has been the effect of subsequent amendatory legislation to require
the consent of the retired officer in his detall to active duty, except in
case of war. In the excepted ease it is provided :

“That in time of war retired officers of the Army may, in the dis-
cretion of the President, be employed on active duty, other than in the
command of troops, and when so employed they shall receive the full
pay and allowances of their grades.” (30 Stat. 979.)

Under existing law many retired officers are detailed to active duty;
gome a8 Instructors at military schools, others on militia duty, recruiting
duty, as attachés, or on stafl duty not involving service with troops.
A large numher of retired officers will undoubtedly be ealled into service,
with or without their consent, in the event of war.

Congress has thus far restricted the privilege of retirement to mem-
bers of the permanent Military Establishment—that is, to those only
who have consecrated their lives to the military service. This is true
not alone of the officer, but of the enlisted man, who may retire only
when he has served a sufficient time to indicate that he has adopted
the military service as a life career. To those who have thus pledged
thelir services for life to the Nation, in peace or in war, Congress, as a
matter of keeping faith with them, has provided by law that they shzll
be secure in their calling throughout their lives and, when they have
performed what Is deemed a life service, shall be relieved of some of
the active duties of service and be permitted a living pay for the
remainder of their lives. This basie principle of our retirement laws
is recognized Iin an opinlon rendered June 10, 1898, by the Solicitor
General, Richards, with the approval of Attorney General Griggs. In
discussing the applicability of laws relating to the Regular Army to the
then existing volunteer forces, the Solicitor General said:

“ Chapter 2 of Title XIV, providing for the retirement of Army of-
ficers, clearly has no application to the Volunteer Army, organized for
simply temporary service. This chapter creates two lists of Regular
Army officers—the active and the retired list—a distinetion which does
not obtain in the Volunteer Army. When, therefore, section 1222 places
a restriction on every ' Army officer on the active list,” it plainly refers
to Regular Army officers. An Army officer on the active list is one not
only actively but permanently engaged in the military service of the
Government. Having chosen the Army for his career, and being ac-
tively engaged therein, the statute properly prohibits him from accept-
ing or exerciging the functions of a civil office.

“ While an officer in the Volunteer Army may be said to be actively
engaged in the military service, he i= not permanently so engaged. He
is called out to meet an emergency and must be discharged when the
purpose for which he entered the service has been accomplished. TUn-
like the Regular Army officer, he has not selected the military service
for a profession. He has simply responded to a patriotic call, and
expects when the war is over to return to civil life. His term of mili-
tary service is uncertain and contingent. He may be taken from his
civil duties for a few months, for a year, for two years at the most.
The Government does not need nor demand a complete and final sever-
ance of his relations with ecivil life. He may be able to make arrange-
ments to bridge over his absence and on his return resome his former
work."

It i= to be noted further, as justifying this special provision for mem-
bers of the permanent establishment, that they not only remain liable to
call for active service, but suffer a certain impairment of citizenship
rights which is incident to their military relations.

From what has been said above it will be apparent, 1 think, to your
committee that the object sought to be attained by this bill and the
object for which the retired list of the Regular Army i maintained are
widely different. The object of this bill is to reward men who have
rendered military service for a specific period and for a specific purpose,
but who have no subjection to military law, no obligation to render
military service, and who are under no impairment of citizenship
rights ; while the ohject of the Regular Army retired list is to reward
men who have consecrated their lives to that service and under military
jurisdiction, and who do suffer a degree of impairment of citizenship
rights incident to the military relation they retain after retirement.
The retirement privileges of the regular officer and soldier comstitute
an indueement keld out by the Government to men to adopt the profes-
kion of arms as a life career.
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The proposed bill violates, as 1 see It, this basie principle of our
retirement laws. 1 deprecate any departure whatever from that prin-
ciple, even to the extent proposed in the pending hbill, The retired
volunteer list proposed to be created by it would inevitably become
confused in the public mind with the retired list of the Regular Army.
If enacted it will constitute a direct step toward engrafting upon
our military policy the principle of retirement rather than pension for
our volunteer forces, both officers and enlisted men, the result of which
would be an almost insupportable burden to our people,

In conclusion I invite your attention to the letters of my predecessor,
Becretary Stimson, of April 26 and August 8, 1012 (copies of which are
inclosed herewith), expressing his disapproval of a similar bill at that
time pending before Congress,

Very respectfully,
LixpLey M, GaRrmisON, Secretary.

Hon. JaMES HAY,

Chairman Commitiee on Military Affairs,
House of Representaticves,

Mr. KING, Mr. President, during the Sixty-ninth Congress
a measure was introduced which sought to give retirement
privileges to volunteer officers who had served in the Civil War.
The matter was investigated by Newton D, Baker, Secretary of
War, and in a report submitted by him on the 9th day of
May, 1917, to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs
of the House, he stated his objections to the bill. Among other
objections he said that if the bill were enacted into law it * was
reasonably certain that measures would be demanded for the
benefit of the volunteer officers of the war with Spain and
those belonging to the National Guard who had rendered or
were then rendering Federal service, as well as officers of the
present Military Establishment, but who were not permanent
officers.”

1 ask that excerpts from his report be inserted in the RECORD
at this point without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Upon iovestigation of the matter I have ascertained that several
measures of practically the same import as the one under consideration
have been introduced in Copgress during recent years and that such
of those measures as have been referred to this department for its
views with regard to the proposed legislation have been acted upon
adversely by my predecessors in office. :

Without going into any analysis of the bill now under consideration
with a view to the counsideration of ite probable effect, cost, etc,, 1 wish
to state’ that I concur In the adverse view of my predecessors con-
cerning any legislation such as that proposed. Perhaps there is no
one who appreciates more fully than I do the great service rendered
our country by the men who served as officers in the Civil War or one
who 18 more in favor of granting them all the rewards, finaneial and
otherwise, which the valiant service they rendered merits. But I do
object most emphatically to the use of the retired list of the Army or
any similar device, be it designated a * Civil War wvolunteer officers’
retired list " or otherwise, as a means of rewarding officers who have
bad volunteer service only.

Any such plan as that proposed in the present bill would, if adopted,
engraft upon our military policy the principle of retirement rather
than that of pension for vol r officers, Furthermore it would very
greatly increase the financial cost of our Military Establishment and
for a purpose which, in my opinion, should not be chargeable to the
Military Establishment at all. The real effect of the proposed measure,
if it were to be enacted into law, and practically the only effect, would
be to increage the pensions now allowed by law to volunteer officers of
the Civil War period. If the pensions which are now allowed such
officers under the terms of existing law are deemed by Congress to be
inadeguate it would seem that no effort to bring about an increase
thereof should be sought by the indirect method of establishing the
“list " authorized by the proposed measure, but that legislation with
that end in view should be embodied In a pension measure, pure and
simple, without any such objectionable feature as that pointed out
hereinbefore,

Furthermore, if the bill under consideration were to be enacted into
law for the benefit of men who served as volunteer officers in the
Civil War, it is reasonably certain that it would be followed by other
meagures for the benefit of volunteer officers of the war with Spain,
of officers belonging to the National Guard who have rendered or are
now rendering active Federal service, and of officers of the present war
not belonging to the permanent Military Establishment. It would seem
that the precedent established by the emactment of such legislation for
the benefit of volunteer officers of one war ghould, in common fair-
ness, be followed in time by similar legislation for the benefit of
volunteer officers of all wars, It ean be readily seen that the expense
involved in any such legislation would be enormous.

Without objection, it is so
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But the greatest objection to the proposed measure, so far as the
War Department is concerned, is that it proposes in the guise of a
retired list bill to bestow rewards for military service upon volunteer
officers. As already suggested, if it be the intention of Congress to be-
stow such rewards it would seem that they should be granted directly
by pension or similar legislation instead of Indirectly ULy the very
objectionable plan embodied in the pending bill which, in my opinion,
should not be enacted into law.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, this subject was considered by
John W. Weeks when Secretary of War. He made a number
of reports upon measures similar to the bill now before us and
consistently opposed their enactment. He marshaled the rea-
sons against such measures, and it seems to me his position has
never been successfully challenged.

In a letter which he wrote to Capt. Victor Heintz, of the
Republican National Committee, May 4, 1921, he directs atten-
tion to one feature of this matter that is highly important. He
states that the law relating to compensation of emergency per-
sonnel, which was enacted before the emergency officers accepted
their commissions, makes no distinetion between commissioned
officers and enlisted men of the emergency forces as to disa-
bility compensation. He states that the commissioned officers
understood these conditions when they accepted their commis-
sions and as a matter of fact were glad to accept them under
these conditions. Senators will see the pertinency of this state-
ment made by Secretary Weeks. During the debate the point has
been emphasized that the reserve officers and enlisted men come
from the people. Those who were privileged to become officers
were subject to the draft the same as privates, and it was the
view throughout the Nation that it was to be a democratic
army, with no privileges or advantages to be secured by the
emergency officers over their brothers and friends who came
from the same walks of life and who were to fight for their
country with no less zeal and patriotism than those who hap-
pened to obtain commissions,

Mr, President, Senators know that in many cases two brothers
volunteered for the war, one being fortunate enough to be sent
to the officers’ training camp or get a commission, the other
serving in the ranks. The cases are numerous where the
brother serving in the ranks was wounded or was killed on
the battle front. The brother who held a commission, perhaps,
did not leave American soil. Perhaps he served in a clerical
capacity or performed duties far removed from the field of
danger. He may, like many others, both within the Army and
in private life, have suffered from the influenza or some other
ailment which resulted in some dizability. The brother upon
the battle front may have received a serious wound, resulting
in a 60 per cent disability. Because he was a private he re-
ceives compensation allowed by law, but his brother suffering
a 30 per cent disability and who held a commission as a captain
or a major would receive, for life, if this bill becomes law, three
or four times as much as by way of compensation as the
wounded brother.

If this bill should become law, it will provoke resentments
that can not be allayed or extirpated. It will lead to demands
by the ex-service men who did not receive commissions that they
receive the same benefits, rewards, and privileges as their
brothers and friends who happened to obtain eommissions.

Mr. President, I ask permission to have inserted in the Recorp
as a part of my remarks the letter from Secretary Weeks, to
which I have just referred.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

War DEPARTMENT,
Washington, May §, 1921.
Capt. Vicror HEINTE, -

Republican National Committee, 1
Munsey Building, Washington, D, O.

My Dear CaPTAIN: I have before me your letter, dated April 20,
1921, concerning the proposal to obtain retirement privileges for dis-
abled emergency officers who served during the World War. Before
proceeding with the reply thereto I desire to tell you that I am sorry
I did not see you when you ecalled, and assure you that I hope to be
less pressed for time at the next opportunity you may have to come to
my office,

In connection with your letter I wish to assure you that I have made
a careful study of the contents thereof and the problem involved, which
required a thorough investigation as to the viewpoint of the War De-
partment pertaining to the proposed legislation to which you refer.
As a result of my perusal of this subject, T am convinced that the
remedy to be sought in this matter does not properly pertain to a
question of retirement, but it does fall under one of adequate compensa-
tion. I am not prepared to admit that the war risk insurance act does
not provide adequate compensation to all disabled officers and enlisted
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men who come within its provisions, but I feel that if the war risk
insurance act and subsequent acts amendatory thereto do not provide
adequate compensation our efforts should be devoted to securing a fur-
ther amendment to that act, as it is the law which was designed to
meet the needs of all who served in the Army or Navy during the
World War, as well as the temporary officers to whom you refer. On
the other hand, the laws pertaining to retirement are separate acts
necessary and essential to the War Department if it ¥ to secure suit-
able types of officers for the Regular Army and induce them to continue
permanently in the profession of arms by providing an inducement that
it will care for them should misfortune overtake them and will assure
adequate protection during their old age.

It is the opinion of the War Department, with which I concur, that
the cost of a measure such as has been proposed and is now under con-
sideration would be far in excess of the figures that you conclude to
be maximum. In this connection it must be borne in mind that the
available field from which it is possible such retirement might be
drawn is about 200,000 officers alone, and if such legislation pertain-
ing to officers is enacted it is apparent to me that the enactment of
such legiglation would with eguity eventually necessitate the enact-
ment of further legislation providing for a like increased compensa-
tion for all enlisted men who served during the World War, as other-
wise undoubtedly there would exist unjust discrimination against such
enlisted men and in favor of the emergency officer. In fact, many
enlisted men apparently feel themselves entitled to retirement and
retired pay as officers. In some cases the War Department has been
urged to give noncommissioned officers appointments as officers and
to place them on the retired list as such. The basis of such claims is,
in general, that due to casualties the noncommissioned officer waa
thrown into the position and command of an officer and, while se
serving, incurred wounds or disability. Such occurrences are common
in active operations; in fact, many cases have been presented in
which privates have assumed commnrand of platoons and companies.
The claims of such men, or the expense incident to them, can not be
overlooked if a principle i8 to be adopted of basing retirement and
retired pay on the rank or office held in the Army, Equity in this
matter would also eventually necessitate the enactment of some
legislation such as is contemplated In Senate bill 991, Sixty-seventh
Congress, which has for its objecta the appointment and retirement
of those persons who served in the Voluntecr Armies of the United
States in the Civil War, the war with Spain, and the Philippine
insurrection in the ranks held by them during such service.

In connection with this guestion duoe consideration should be given
to the unsuitability of the retirement laws for the purpose. For reasons
which you can easily appreciate the retirement law applicable to the
professional soldier of the Regular Army causes his retired rank, and
consequently his pay, to ba proportional to his length of service, It
takes ho account of the degree or nature of his disability, Essentially,
and in theory, the existing scheme of retired pay for officers of the
Regular Army constitutes, in effect, a system of deferred payments for
and in consideration of a lifetime of military service under a life con-
tract between the officer and the Government, payable after inception
of the statute—fixed period of unfitness for military duty, and In the
relatively small number of cases of premature disability retirement,
payable in equitable specific performance by the Government of its
monetary obligation in consideration of the aforesaid life contract of
officer, in the performance whercof the disability occurred.

It is not believed that the retirement proposed would be a fair system
of compensation for persons who were in the military service but
temporarily during the war. All such persons come into the military
service practically on an equality. The remuneration which they
sghould receive for disability should be in accord with the degree of
their disability and the extent to which it impairs their earning power,
rather than to be based upon accidents of the service. The proposed
Johuson bill would not only create an unjustifinble discrimination be-
tween officers and enlisted men who served during the war, as I havye
pointed out in the foregoing, but would also discriminate among the
officers themselves. These officers were given varying ranks when they
came into the Army and such rank was subject to change due to acci-
dents of promotion., It does not appear, for example, just that two
officers of the same length of service and suffering from equal disability,
one of whom happened to be & major and another who happened to be
a first lieutenant, should receive different compensations for their
disabilities.

It should be well understood in this matter that the War Depart-
ment is in no way opposed to proper and adequate compensation to
persons who served during the war. It is merely opposed to the man-
ner in which it is proposed to grant such compensation, this matter
placing a burden of expense upon the Army which does not belong there,
in addition to making unjust discriminations among the persons who
came in for temporary service during the war. The War Department
realizes the necessity for economy in making appropriations, and it
also realizes that appropriations for the pay of retired officers will
always be considered a charge against the Army. It is the duty of the
War Department to take all possible and reasonable steps to bring about
a reasonable degree of preparedncss for the Nation. This preparedness
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necessarily involves the expenditure of funds. A charge against the
Army for the compensation of persons who have served In past wars
would undoubiedly tend to give a false idea of the cost of the Military
Establishment and would tend to discourage the appropriation of funds
that are needed to bring about the degree of national defense for which
the War Department feels it will be held responsible.

Concerning the law which provided for the retirement of officers of
the Naval Reserve Force and the temporary officers of the Navy, to
which you refer, I see, of course, the point you make, but in this con-
nection the number of officers petired under the provisions of that law
is by comparison so small in connection with the number that would
ultimately become eligible to retire under the provisions of the Johnson
bill or similar bills that the War Department, in view of this fact, and
the other important econgiderations which I have touched upon, is
firmly of the conviction that legislation such ag that herein discussed
i# not legislation which will be for the best interests of the Government
ehould it be enacted.

It should be remembered when comparison is made between the emer-
gency officer and the regular officer during this war that practically all
of the junior officers of the Regular Army were commissioned in advanced
grades as tomporary officers during the war. In faet, some first lieuten-
ants held the temporary grades of colonel; yet, under the existing law
for the Regular Army, when such officer was disabled he is retired not
as a colonel but as a first Heutenant,

It should also be remembered that the law relating to eompensation
for emergency personnel, which was enacted before the emergency officers
accepted their commissions, makes no distinction between commissioned
officers and enlisted men of the emergency forees as to disability compen-

. gation. The commissioned officers understood these conditions when they

| accepted their commissions, and as a matter of fact they were apparently
glad to accept them under these conditions. Most of them, especially
the junior officers, were subject to the draft, and many of them would
have been drafted as enlisted men had they not volunteered and qualified
as commissioned officers, It is, then, a question about which I have in
my mind a great deal of doubt as to whether any distinction should be
made in regard to benefits that should be given to the temporary commis-
sioned officers from that which is given to the temporary enlisted men.
Certainly, it was perfectly clear in the minds of Congress when it en-
acted the laws that there should be no distinetion.

My view of the matter iz that the Government has entered into con-
tracts with the personnel of the Regular Army as well as with the
officers to whom you refer, and that these contracts vary in character,
but that under them the Government has performed its full duty with
respect to the personnel of both classes when it hag fulfilled these con-
tracts. I believe that the Government can afford to be generons toward
any special cases concerning which it is shown that the rights accru-
ing under such contracts have mot been fulfilled, and as I have herein
indieated the War Department will look with favor npon any reasonable
and necessary modifications of the war risk insurance act as amended, if
the law established thereby does not provide the generous compensation
I bave mentloned.

Sineerely yours,
Jorx W. WEEKS,
Secretary of War.

Mr. KING. Secretary Weeks, in the report which he sub-
mitted to the chairman of the Commitiee on Military Affairs
of the Senate on May 9, 1921, opposes the retirement bill which
was submitted and which was substantially the same as the bill
now before us, He states that he concurs in the adverse views
of his predecessors concerning legislation of the character pro-
posed. While expressing his appreciation of the service ren-
dered by the men whoe served in the military forces of the United
States in time of war, he emphatically objected to the * use
of the retired list of the Army as a means of rewarding officers
who have had volunteer service only,” Continuing he says:

Any such plan as that proposed in the bill under consideration would,
if adopted, engraft upon our military policy the privilege of retire-
ment rather than that of pensi for volunt: officers, Furthermore,
it would very greatly increase the financial cost of our Military Estab-
lishment and for a purpose which, in my opinion, should not be charge-
able to the Military Establishment at all. The real effect of the pro-
posed measure, if it were to be enacted into law, and practically the
only effect, would be to increase the pensions now allowed by law to
volunteer officers of the Civil War, Spanish-American War, and the
Philippine insurrection period. If the pensions which are now allowed
such officers under the terms of existing law are deemed by Congress
to be inadequate, it would seem that the proper way to bring about an
increase thereof should not be gought by the indirect method authorized
by the proposed measure but that it should be obtained by legislative
action on pension measures, pure and simple, without any such ob-
jectionable feature as that pointed out hereinbefore.

Another objection to the proposed measure is that it proposes, in
the guise of a retirement bill, to bestow rewards for military service upon
volunteer officers. The retired list exists for the sole purpose of en-
hanecing the efficiency of the Regular Army by providing for the retire-
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ment of its officers. It is mot intended, and should not be used, as a
means of pensioning persons who have served the Government at some
time in either a military or eivil capacity.

Elihu Root, when Secretary of War, had oceasion to examine
this subject, and when opposing a bill to place a volunteer
officer who had served in the Civil War upon the retired list,
stated that by so doing it would “ reverse the previous policy of
Congress in these matters and establish a very bad precedent.”
He further stated in his report to the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs of the House, March 21, 1902, that the
effect of the passage of this bill would simply be to give the per-
sons named special pensions grossly disproportionate to their
deserts. Under the pension rates now in force for disabilities
incurred in the military service, a lientenant colonel, colonel, or
general officer can receive but $30 per month for total disability,
a captain but $20, a first lieutenant but $17, and a second lieu-
tenant but $15. A veteran officer who had lost both hands or
both feet or both eyes in battle can receive but $72 per month.
The effect of passing this bill would be to give to the persons
named therein, who have no such disability, who have not the
shadow of a claim to stand upon, a footing superior to such dis-
abled veterans as recipients of their country’s bounty, pensions
for the remainder of their lives, ranging from $103.12 to $218.75
per month, aggregating for the 24 persons named, $3,320.60 per
month,

Both upon its specific demerits and as a matter of general
policy, the bill is highly objectionable.

Adjt. Gen. H. C. Corbin on March 19, 1902, in a report to
the Secretary of War expressed his disapproval of a bill re-
ferred to the War Department, which aunthorized the President
to place upon the retired list of the Army a number of ex-
volunteers who had served in the Army during the Civil War
and the War with Spain. He stated that the retired list of
the Army was created for regular officers of the Army dis-
abled by wounds or sickness incident to their service therein or
required to be retired by length of service or by reason of age.
He further stated that it would be—

Very unwise and detrimental to the best interest of the Army to
change the nature of the retired list so that it shall become a special
pension list for either regular or volunteer officers who have been
legally discharged or separated from the eerviee.

His report further proceeds:

A very large number of volunteer officers were, as is well known,
completely disabled by wounds or sickness during the Civil War, many
of whom have since died and wery many of whom are still living,
These have been provided for, to the extent which Congress deemed
advisable, by the pension laws. If the conditions are such that ex-
volunteer officers seeking relief are entitled to relief beyond that given
by the pension laws, there can be no objection on the part of the
War Department to legislation granting them liberal pensions. To
appoint and place them on the retired list of the Army would be
precisely equivalent in cost to the Government to granting them pen-
sions equal to the retired pay they would receive on being so appointed,
as no duty whatever is exacted of retired officers. Congress has
repeatedly and uniformly declined to pass special laws to place on the
retired list of the Army ex-volunteer officers who never held com-
missions in the Regular Army, and in the few cases in which special
laws have been passed to reappoint and place on the retired list officers
who had rendered service both in the Regular Army and Volunteers,
the uniform principle applied in considering such bills was to give no
higher rank on the retired Hst than the officer formerly held in the
Regular Army.

Mr. H. L. Stimson, when Secretary of War, in a communi-
cation addressed to Representative Dudley M. Hughes, con-
cerning H. R. 7028, Sixty-second Congress, first session, stated
that the retired Hst— ;
was established and maintained for the benefit of the officers of the
Regunlar Army who have spent the best part of their lives in the service
of the Government, or been disabled in the line of duty, and who are
thereby prevented from engaging in civil pursuits with a view to pro-
viding for themselves and families during their declining years.

Mr. Stimson further proceeds:

A retired list for officers and men of the Regular Army, as provided
under existing law, Is necessary for the maintenance of the Army,
and its continuance should be safeguarded by limiting admission to it
to those who are embraced by the provislons of existing laws governing
retirements. A departure from this general principle will tend to
establish a precedent which may eventually endanger the continuance
of the retired list.

Mr. President, I have received a number of letters from
ex-service men who were not officers, protesting against meas-
ures gimilar to the one before us. When the Bursum bill was
under consideration—and it provisions were substantially the
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same as the bill now being considered—I received a letter from
an organization of ex-service men. I ask permission that the
letter be inserted in the Recorp without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICELR. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The mattersreferred to is as follows:

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS PRIVATE SOLDIERS AND
SAmLors’ LEGION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL PRESIDENT,
Wamhington, D, C., February 2, 1925,
Hon. WiLiam H. Kixg,
United States Senate, Washington, D, C.

My Diar Sgxator: The Private Soldiers and Sallors’ Leglon most
earnestly protests against the adoption of a bill now before the Benate
(8. 83) providing for the retirement of disabled emergency officers on
terms: identical with those which accompany the retirement of officers
of the Regular Army.

This proposed measure is grossly discriminatory against the enlisted
men. It is only ig rare and most unusual circumstances that Regular
Army officers are retired until they have served extended terms.

It should be further pointed out that this assurance of retirement
and protection for officers who Lecome incapacitated in the service of
their Government is absolutely essential to the maintenance of a high
efficiency among the Regular Army officer personnel. When men enter
the profession of arms to make it their life work, they must have
reasonable assurance that when they are no longer fit for that service
or any other the Government will stand between them and financial
want,

For emergency officers, some of whom served but brief terms with
the colors, to ask for treatment on a parity with that of officers of the
Regular Army seems to this organization of enlisted men to be highly
inappropriate to say the least.

Were the blll now before your honorable body to hecome a law, an
emergency officer with the rank of captain who is 30 per cent disabled
would receive from the Government for the remainder of his life a
fixed income of $200 per month.

As the law now stands all disabled veterans of the World War
other than officers of the Regular Army are entitled to compensation
on an egual basis, without diserimination as to rank. A former captain
80 per cent permanently disabled and a former private 30 per cent
permanently disabled are each entitled to compensation from the
Veterans' Burean at the same rate—$24 a montb—subject always to
revision by the Veterans' Bureau, but the former captain, suffering
no greater disability, would become entitled to three-fourths of a cap-
tain’s pay and allowance for life, amounting to something over $200
a month, and not subject to any revision if this bill should become a
law.

On the other hand, the emergency officer has something for which
he Lias not paid and to which he is not entitled.

It may be pointed out in this connection that when they entered the
war the status of the officer and enlisted man may not have been
markedly different. It may even be that the officer suffering 30 per
cent disability may be in every respect better able to care for himself
than the enlisted man.

The bill does not provide that those who served bravely and well, or
that those who made sacrifices or suffered unusual hardships shall be
correspondingly rewarded. . It provides that thgse who were officers
shall be rewarded because and only because they were officers. We
served under these officers and we know that their service as such
compared to the services of the enlisted men do not entitle them to any
gpecial preferment.

Why, then, should the Government, through any mistaken idea of its
duty to its emergency, discriminate against them in a manner that
would be diseriminatory against the millions of enlisted men who had
hoped that classes that were necessary during the warfare would
disappear when peace was restored?

We further direct your attentlon to the recent action of your hon-
orable body on the so-called “ bonus®™ bill with the object of pointing
out to you that in preparing this measure there was no thought of
discriminating between officers and enlisted men.

Indeed, it has been urged throughout the long-continued discussion of
the bonus subject that officers, for reasons that seemed obvious, should
not be included in Tegislation that ostensibly sought only to measurably
compensate the soldiers for economic losses sustained during—and not
after—the war.

May we say that to the enlisted man the logs of an arm, leg, eye, or
gome other vital member is just as vital, just as disabling as would be
the loss of a similar member by an emergency officer.

This bill, 8. 88, if enacted into law will eventually cost the Natlon
millions of dollars and add to the already overburdened taxpayer.

The war is over, and men are to-day rated neither as officers or
enlisted men. Those who were disabled are simply citizens, entitled
to the most generous consideration that the Nation can give them.

But this consideration, when bestowed, should be upon a basis of
absolute equality. The distinetion they obtained during the war dis-
appeared when the emergency army was demobilized,
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We assert that there s warrant neither in justice nor fairness for
the diserimination that is proposed by a bill that establishes a difference
in the dispensation of governmental relief to those who served it to
their best ability and at their serious physical sacrifice,

The adoption of this bill is being urged by the controlling officials
of the American Legion and the Veterans of Foreign Wars, all former
officers, but the opinion of the enlisted personnel of these organizations,
as far as this bill is concerned, has never been sought. On the con-
trary, the men assuming to voice the opinion of the enlisted member-
ship of the American Legion and the Veterans of Foreign Wars have
never dared inform their members of the purpose of this bill or of
thelr activities in support of it. We know enough of the attitude
of former enlisted men to justify us in stating that the enlisted
membership of both the American Legion and the Veterans of Foreign
Wars is practically unani Iy opposed to the adoption of this billL
Our membership i8 a unit in opposing it.

The Private Soldiers and Sailors’ Legion earnestly appeals to your
honorable body not to give its approval to & measure that would be
provoecative of widespread dissatisfaction and discontent and which
would be a complete and emphatic denial of that equality which is the
cornerstone of our Republic.

Respectfully submitted.

MARVIN GATES SPEREY,
National President.

Mr, KING. Among the letters which I received protesting
against the bill is one from which I desire to read a few
paragraphs:

Under this bill these temporary officers are to receive:

* * =* g]1 hospitalization privileges and medical treatment as are
now or may hereafter be authorized by the United States Veterans'
Bureau * * * (everything the other beneficiaries receive) and, in
addition, instead of compensation based upon degree of disability, when-
ever they have a rating of 30 per cent permanent disability, they shall
receive :

" ws » = retired pay at the rate of 75 per cent of the pay to which
they were entitled at the time of their discharge from the commissioned
ser‘-lce - . .-“

And this preferred treatment, as a practical matter, is to be at the
expense of the other beneflelaries of the World War veterans' act, for
it is provided:

“That all pay and allowances to which such persons or officers may
be entitled under the provisions of this law shall be paid solely out of
the military and naval compensution appropriation fund of the United
States Veterans’ Bureau * * #’

For a 80 per cent permanent disability, for which the private and
first sergeant or sergeant major receive each $30 a month, it is pro-
posed to give these second lientenants a minimum of about $125 per
month for life, and higher commissioned officers higher pay in pro-
portion, whether they mneed it or not. It is contended that this pre-
ferred treatment is necessary as a matter of justice. What do they
mean by justice?

When war was declared men came forth from all walks of -life to
answer to the Nation's eall. Each sacrificed his calling in private life
and responded to the call—each served to the best of his ability. For
example: In a certain small town with which the writer is famillar its
two brightest young men, college graduates, served as privates. They
are to-day college professors. It so happened that its sole officer was
one of the town's distinctly poorer specimens. But these things are
immaterial. It was a common cause in which cach gave of the best he
had, and freely. The degree of the sacrifice that each made was not
determined by the rank he held. Both officers and men suffered alike
the hazards of war, and Cobngress wisely and in all fairness said that
the only just and equitable way of treatimg the disabled men was to
grant to each, without preference or prejudice, compensation in ac-
cordance with the degree of the disability he had suffered. There was
no distinetion or difference in sacrifice, and there should be none in
treatment.

When the war was over these officers and men alike, wherever neces-
sary and practicable, were granted courses of vocational rehabilitation
to prepare them again to earn a living in civil life. They were trained
in the professions, the trades, and in business, and are now receiving,
besides, compensation based on the degree of their disability.

Take this for an example of what can be duplicated in practically
any community : When war was declared two young men were clerking
in a drug store side by side and at the same pay. They both enlisted.
One became a sergeant major; the other a second lieutenant. Both
sguffered a 30 per cent permanent disability in line of duty. Both were
given medical courses ‘at the same mediecal college. Both are to-day
practicing physiclans with offices together. And both are receiving £30
a month compensation. 1t Is the contention of the advocates of this
Bursum bill that this equality in treatment is rank injustice, The
doctor who was formerly a second lieutenant, and received more money
while so serving than he had ever received before in his life, should
receive about $125 per month for life for his dizability—he should be
granted preferred treatment at all times, and be taken out of the class
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with his fellow physleian, who should eontinue to receive the $30 per
month, Is that justice? Then deliver us from it.

One of the arguments for asking for this preferred treatment is that
the disabled officers of the Regular Army are retired on three-fourths
pay. (But with no vocational training.)

There I good sound reason for providing for the retirement of offi-
cers of the Regular Army at three-fourths of their regular pay in case
of disability. These men enter a profession for life in which the re-
mmuneration will be far less than they ecould earn in civil life, and which
does not fit them for immediate transition to elvil life. They are often
enlled upon in time of peace as well as in time of war to engage in
hazardous ventures in furtherance of thelr duties. If they were con-
tinually confromted with the problem of what would happen to them
and their fanrilles in case they should become ineapacitated physically
to serve in the Regular Army their efficlency would be dealt a severe
blow. Many of the best minds would leave the Army and enter busl-
ness where they would have better opportunity to save up money for
the rainy day. It is necessary that all anxiety in regard to such matters
be removed from the minds of the officers of the Regular Army so that
they may be free to devote their entire time and thoughts to the

_ efficiency of that Army. This is a policy that must be kept in force at
all times,

No such reason whatever applies In the case of the temporary officers
of the World War. They were not military speclalists. They came from
the ranks of the general citizenry of the Nation, from the walks of the
everyday business life of the Nation, just the same as the men who
gserved as privates and noncommissioned officers. The one gave up no
more than the other, The one is entitled to no preference over the
other. These men all came from civil life to serve only for the period
of the war, and Congress has provided for their return to civil life,
and for the furnishing of training or voecational rehabilitation wherever
necessary in order that they might all be returned to productive elvil
life, with the payment of compensation based on the degree of disa-
bility in addition. Such treatment is fair and reasonable.

What will happen if this Bursum bill is passed and becomes law? It
is but an entering wedge. It will only be a short time until the tempo-
rary officers who have disabilities of less than 30 per cent will be
agitating also to be retired on the same basis as the others. Thelr first
attempt was to have retirement granted for a 20 per cent disability.
The agitation will be started for separate and better hospital facilities
for these temporary officers than are provided for the other ex-service
men, Rumblings to that effect are already heard. What next we do not
know. Once preference has been granted there is no telling where it
will end.

Do the Members of Congress suppose the intelligent and well-edu-
cated men who served in the ranks, and who came from just as good
homes and positions as these officers, would long tolerate such discrimi-
nation? The man who imagines they wounld has a very poor under-
gtanding of them.

Mr. President, at the last session of Congress the bill now
before us was considered by the Committee on World War Vet-
erans' Legislation. A minority report was submitted which pre-
sents in a striking way some of the arguments against the bill
before nus. My understanding is that those signing this report
served in the World War and were emergency officers. I ask that
it may be inserted at this point in my remarks, without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The minority views are as follows:

" MINORITY VIEWS

Thig is known as the World War emergency officers’ retirement bill.
If it should becomé a law it would most unjustly diseriminate against
all disabled enlisted men and a large part of the disabled emergency
officers in favor of a certain class comprising a limited number of dis-
abled emergency officers. It would reward men not according to their
disabllity but according to their rank, thereby violating the very funda-
mental principles of our Ameriean institutlons.

For instance, an officer who incurred physical disability in line of
duty and has been “ or may hereafter be ™ rated at not less than 30 per
cent permanent disability shall be placed upon the retired list at 75
per cent of the salary to which he was entitled at the time of his dis-
charge. What does this mean? It means that an emergency officer
with a 80 per cent disability which originated in line of duty shall
recelve pay for life as follows:

Per month

Brigadier general $AT5. 00
50,

Colonel 250. 00
Lieutenant colonel 218. 75
Major__ 187. 60
Captain 150. 00
First lieutenant 125. 00
Second lieutenant 83.75

While the enlisted man with a 30 per cent disability will receive $80
a month.

Yet they tell ug that the ex-service men are in favor of this measure,
That is not true, If every ex-service man in the United States under-
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stood what this bill means, we doubt if it would receive the indorse=
ment of 1 service man out of 10.

It even discriminates against an overwhelming majority of the dis-
abled emergency officers themselves. Those who are rated at less than
80 per cent permanent disabled are excluded from a participation in
the financial benefite of this measure. They are to receive the same
pay as enlisted men with similar disabilities. If a colonel and his
enlisted brother were both 30 per cent permanent disabled, the colonel
would receive $250 a month while the enlisted man would receive only
$30 a montb. But if they were both 29 per cent permanent disabled
they wonld both receive the same compensation, $29 a month.

Not only that, but it discriminates against the sacred dead, who
“gave the last full measure of devotion™ upon the field of battle or
have died since the war closed. Their loved ones who were dependent
upon them for support would not receive one dollar's worth of benefig
from ihis unjust legislation, The widows and children of officers who
gave thelr lves in the conflict, or who have died since the war closed,
would draw compensation on the basis of allowances for the dependents
of enlisted men.

The disabled emergency officers are being taken care of now along
with the enlisted men. They served together, they fought together,
they were frequently members of the same families, and where they
suffered the same disabilities they ghonld receive the same treatment.

But the advocates of this bill argue that these disabled emergency
officers are discriminated againsgt in the retirement of officers of the
Regular Army, and ask Congress to pass this measure to favor 1,848 of
these emergency officers and to discriminate against 41,496 enlisted men
who are disabled to the same degree and 6,618 disabled emergency
officers and 171,680 disabled enlisted men whose disabilities are rated
at less than 30 per cent, in order to correct what they contend is &
diserimination in favor of the officers of the Regular Army,

We are not responsible for the present law providing for the retire-
ment of officers of the Regular Hstablishment. But if we were, and
were willing to concede that there 1s an injustice in the present law,
we would not be justified in trying to offset it by passing additional
unjust legislation.

We must remember that officers of the Regular Establishment go into
the Army for life. They make it their life’s work; and in -order to
secure the class of men necessary to maintain the proper officer per-
sonnel in times of peace we must make some provision for taking care
of them in case they become disabled.

As was said by a former Secretary of War:

“The privileges of the retired list of the Regular Army constitute &
consideration granted by the Government for the consecration of lives
to its military service and the volunteering for life for such service In
any exigencies that may arise, whether in peace or war. The military
relation requires the officer to give up ambitions which are the rightful
portion of every man in the great world outside, and for a measure
of compensation which does not exceed what is barely sufficient to
maintain himself and family in the status which the military service
demands ; and the law has sald that when he serves a preseribed period
of time, or has reached a certain age, or is disabled by injury or disease
incident to the service, he must withdraw from active service and give
way to a younger man better fitted for the rigors of military life. As
the officer has not been trained for a business career or for any career
in civil life he finds himself at the end of his service, certainly in the
vast majority of cases, not only without a profession, but without a
competency.” ®

He also calls attention to the fact that—

“ Congress has thus far restricted the privilege of retirement to
members of the permanent Military Establishment; that 1s, to those
only who have consecrated their lives to the military service, Thig is
true mot alone of the officers but of the emlisted man, who may retire
only when he has served a sufficient time to indicate that he has
adopted the military service as a life career. To those who have thus
pledged their services for life to the Nation, In peace or in war, Con-
gress, as a matter of keeping faith with them, has provided by law that
they shall be secure in their calling throughout their lives, and when
they have performed what is deemed a life serviee, shall be relieved of
gome of the active duties of service and be permitted a living pay for
the remainder of their lives. 'This basic prineiple of our retirement
laws is recognized in an opinion rendered June 10, 1898, by Salicitor
General Richards and had the approval of Attorney General Griggs.
In discussing the applicability of laws relating to the Regular Army
to the then existing volunteer forces, the Bolicitor General said:

“¢Chapter 2 of Title XIV, providing for the retirement of Army
officers, clearly has no application to the Volunteer Army, organized for
simply temporary service. This chapter creates two lists of Regular
Army officers—the active and the retired list—a distinetion which
does not obtain In the Volunteer Army. When, therefore, gection 1222
places a restriction on every “Army officer on the active list,” it plainly
refers to Regular Army officers. An Army officer of the active list i3
one not only active but permanently engaged in the military service of
the Government. Having chosen the Army for his career, and being
actively engaged therein, the statute properly prohibits him from aec-
cepting or exercising the functions of a eivil office,
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“4While an officer of the Volunteer Army may be said to be actively
engaged in the military service, he is not permanently so engaged.
He is ealled out to meet an emergency, and must be discharged when
the purpose for which he entered the service has been accomplished.
Unlike the Regular Army officer, he has not selected the military serv-
fce for a profession. He has simply responded to a patriotic eall,
and expects when the war is over to return to civil life, His term of
military service is uncertain and contingent. Ie may be taken from
his civil duties for a few months, for a year, for two years at the
most. The Government does not need nor demand a complete and
final severance of his relations with civil life. He may be able to
make arrangements to bridge over his absence, and on his return re-
sume his former work.'"

This is not a new proposition. The Adjutant General stated In a
letter to & Member of Congress on February 25, 1926, that—

“Many bills have been introduced in both Houses of Congress at
different times authorizing the appointment of the retired list of the
Army of those officers who served in the Volunteer Army in the Civil
War, but none of them has ever been enacted into law.”

Congress refused for 50 years and more to pass a law that would
thus diseriminate between the officers and enlisted men of the Civil
War, On May 9, 1917, Hon. Newton D. Baker, then Secretary of
War, in a letter to the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee
with reference to such a measure, made the following prophetic
statement :

“ Furthermore, if the bill under consideration were to be enacted
into law for the benefit of men who served as volunteer officers of the
Civil War, it is reasonably certain that it would be followed by other
measures for the benefit of volunteer officers of the war with Spain,
of officers belonging to the National Guard who have rendered or are
now rendering active Federal service, and of officers of the present war
not belonging to the permanent Military Establishment. It would
seem that the precedent established by the enactment of such legislation
for the benefit of volunteer officers of ome war should, in commoen
fairness, be followed in time by similar legislation for the benefit of
volunteer officers of all wars. It can be readily seen that the expense
involved in any such legislation would be enormous.”

The additional expense of this bill for the first year would be
$1,190,052. As time goes on the expense will grow. Men will be ask-
ing to have their cases reopened and their disabilities readjudged.
Those whose disabilities shall have inereased to 80 per cent will be
entitled to be placed on the pension roll along with the others. And
we had just as well admit that this is a permanent pension that we
are being asked to allow to these disabled emergency officers. The
chances are that we will soon be asked to reduce the degree of dis-
ability to 20 per cent, then to 10 per cent, and finally to wipe it out
altogether, and to ultimately place the ex-officers on a pension status
ag officers instead of leaving them' to be treated in the same manner
as enlisted men. The enlisted men outnumber the officers overwhelm-
ingly, and aiready some of them are asking that they be given the
benefits of this retirement act in case it passes, and that they be
retired as second leutenants. Suppose pressure should be brought
to bear upon Congress later to wipe out some of the discriminations of
this measure by giving the enlisted men the retirement or pension status
of second leutenant. Ultimately the percentage requirement as to their
disabilities would disappear. Who can tell what the ultimate expense to
this Government such a pension policy would bring?

This bill is just the opening wedge. It is lifting the latch to the
floodgates of expenditure, the consequences of which no one can
foretell,

We regret very much that we are unable to agree with the majority
of the committee that reported this bill out. But in justice to the
enlisted men, who are just as patriotic and just as deserving as the
officers; in Jjustice to the many thousands of disabled emergency
officers, whose disabilities are rated at less than 30 per cent; in
justice to the widows and orphams of those who made the supreme
gacrifice ; in justice to the taxpayers of the United States on whose
sghoulders the burden of these expenditures would rest, we respect-
fully dissent from the views of the majority, and submit that this bill
ought not to become a law.

J. E. RANEKIN,
Birp J. VINCENT,
J. L. MILLIGAN,
8. I. MoNTGOMERTY,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I ask to have incorporated in the
Recorp, without reading, a letter appearing in the Evening Star
of March 12, 1928,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The letter is as follows:

WORLD WAR ENLISTED MEN ENTITLED TO CONSIDERATION

To the EpITOR OF THE STAR:

A bill now pending in Congress to give emergency World War officers
‘the same monetary retirement pay now paid Regular Army officers
isn't what it appears [0 be on its face. It discriminates against that
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personnel that won the war—the enlisted man. During the war the
emergency officer got the pay of the officer in the Regular Army—the
enlisted man got $30. For every officer that manned the trenches, 100
enlisted men did likewise, Heroism and service were no more the part
of the officer than of the soldier. Both received the same fire, the same
wounds, and the same percentage of disability—exeept that the ratio of
wounded enlisted men was a thousandfold greater than of officers,
Under existing law Congress has been equitable and just in the same
proportions to both. This proposed law will wipe ont that equity and
equality by materially increasing the disability pension of the emer-
gency officer over that paid the enlisted man. Now, 1 ask you, why
should that be? If the officer is to get it, why not the boys that need
It more, the enlisted men? Their induction into the service was the
same, their service to the country identical—their disabilities no
different.

Comparing Regular Army officers with emergency officers, as is
being done, is camouflage, and aside from the real prineciple involved in
the proposed passage of this bill. Let us have equality before the court
in adjudging benefits to the deserving.

CHARLES B. CoSTELLO.

- Mr., McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. KING. 1 yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to ask the Senator if he believes
in our system of retirement for injuries incurred during service
in the Regular Army. I do not know whether the Senator
believes in that system or not. Does the Senator believe in
that System of retirement?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have referred to the statements
made by various Secretaries of War and others in which they
point out with great clearness the reason for extending re-
tirement benefits to officers of the regular Military Establish-
ments of the United States. I accept those views and believe
the reasons assigned for retirement privileges for the regular
officers are sound. Officers of the Regular Army, as stated,
give their lives to military service. They cut themselves off
from other avenues of employment and activity. The com-
pensation paid them for their military service is scarcely suffi-
cient for their subsistence, and to meet imperative demands made
in their military activities. They are promised when entering
the service as boys, that after many years of service they will
be given retirement privileges. As has been stated these privi-
leges are in the nature of deferred payments for services
rendered. It is quite certain that many young men would not
enter the Army giving their lives to military service if they
were not promised that when they become old or are disabled
as a result of their service they would be granted retirement
privileges. These deferred payments in the shape of retire-
ment privileges are essential to maintain the necessary strength
of the Army and of the Navy. This must not be forgotten
that even after retirement those men upon the retired list are
snbject to military service and are frequently called back into
active duty.

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Tyson], who has seen mili-
tary service, declares that as a result of his experience there
must be retirement privileges given to the officers of the Army
and the Navy. He states, in substance, that by entering the
military branch of the Government they close the door of op-
portunity which is open to all young men of our country and
they enfer upon a path of duty and service which denies to
them the advantages which come to others who enter the
various fields of private endeavor which are open to the young
men of America. These young men who enter the military
service make a sacrifice and they are induced in part at least
to make this sacrifice by the promise made in the law that
they will receive in the nature of deferred payments the re-
tirement privileges provided in the statute. There is, as has
been pointed out so clearly, a marked difference between the
regular officers of the Army and Navy and those who serve
as officers in a temporary way.

The present occupant of the chair [Mr. NeeLy] served in
the Spanish-American War. He was not a West Point graduate,
He had not dedicated his life to military service, but patriot-
ically entered the Army to serve for a limited period, Upon the
termination of that war he returned to private life, and has
earned high honors in the legal profession, and now serves with
ability his State in this legislative branch of the Government.
To insist that those who served as did the distinguished Sen-
ator and others, who temporarily came into the Army during
the World War, should be placed in the same category as the
Regular Army and Navy officers is to deny, as I view the case,
facts which clearly differentiate the two classes of officers, and
to inaugurate a policy which does not rest upon just or sub-
stantial grounds.

Moreover, as was indicated by the Senator from Iowa, if the
emergency officers are to be given greater compensation than
they now receive, and also retirement privileges, then their
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brothers in arms drawn from the same democratic ranks should
‘réceive the same privileges and benefits, The letters which I
have received from ex-service men who did not receive commis-
sions clearly indicate that they feel that it would be discrimi-
nation to grant retirement privileges to their brothers and
associates who happened to receive commissions and then deny
the same privileges to them., One of the ex-service men wrote
me that his brother happened to receive a commission beeause
he was a bookkeeper. He was commissioned a captain and
served as an accountant for a number of months. He was ill
from the influenza and suffered some disabilities. The writer
volunteered and served in France where he received injuries
of a permanent character, injuries far more serious than the
disabilities suffered by his brother who was in the accounting
service of the Army. Under this bill the bookkeeper would
receive several hundred dollars a month retirement privileges;
and the brother who fought as a private and was wounded
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would receive $60 per month. He contended that this was dis-
crimination that could not be justified.

I have here a list of some of the persons employed in the
Veterans’ Bureau who are receiving disability compensation
and at the same time are getting rather large salaries from the
Government. For like disabilities their brothers in arms who
happened to be privates would be discriminated agninst. 1If the
bill before ns becomes a law these individuals would continue
to receive their salaries and at the same time retirement privi-
leges greatly in excess of the amounts now being received by
them by way of compensation, and, of course, in excess of pay-
ments made to ex-service men whu were not commissioned and
whose disabilities are of like character. I ask that this list
be inserted in the Recorp without reading,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is =so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Employed in Veterans' Bureaun

st
of pay
C N Address Rank of i of vom- I-‘T:mm aid
x Jame 0l it
number ability | PR | bill be-
comes a
law
¢ Per cent
165794 | Ale, John oo ooceeiaa Ummm Veterans' Bureau, regional office, Indian- P.P.85 | $85.00 $125. 00
1009817 | Aten, Everett Maxwell Hospital No. 103, Aspinwall, Pa._ P.P.40 | 40.00 150. 00
1264597 WL Rt e Hospital No. 102, Livermore, Calif________________________ P.P. 35 35.00 3. 75
203058 Blttru-r. Earl Robert_ Un!ltﬁd States Veterans' Burean regional office, Baltimore, PP, 33 35,00 m.75
817476 | Blackburn, John D_____. U:(:]Ir.ed States Veterans' Burenu regional office, Atlanta, P. P. 50 £0.00 125,00
1271880 | Borden, Archibald D.......... Lmtlad ?‘mnsm Veterans' Burean regional offiee, Los An- P.P. 55 55.00 187.50
geles, Ca
411008 | Boyd, Banj. Do oo cemmmenme Hmpit.nl No. 91, Tuskegee, Ala..._.__ = P.P. 40 40. 00 125. 00
685140 o Raons L = Sl el Lnit‘gl -.tatt{.?s Veterans' Burean regional office, Los An- PP 8 63. 00 122, 00
reles, Cal -
1321022 | Campbell, Novel W ... United %taiti? Veterans' Burean regional office, S8an Fran- P. P. 40 40, 00 150. 00
c'm A
470058 | Carling, John Dr._ ... ‘Un[iled B:.:lti?s Veterans' Burean regional office, Los An- P, P, 38 50. 00 150. 00
23,
470804 | Conmbe, Arthor G oo oeeeeeae- Rmpml No. 55, Fort Ba , N. Mex.. -] P. E. 64.00 187. 50
487651 | Diodati, Vincent M_______.._... Emtt‘.od States Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Philadel- P.P.30 20.00 150. ()
1a.
113748 | D Miles J U:ilntesil Stnt.es Vetamna Bureau regional office, Los P.P.75 75,00 150. 00
1123681 | Durbam, R, Boccueeereeeanneas Unbt?d Bgtas me:a’ Bureau regional office, Colum- P. P, 32 0. 00 150, 00
1275083 | Earnest, F. James Mahon.. Partland, Oreg s P.P. 30 50, 00 187. 50
327132 | Ellis, Luther E____.__.. Cr\liﬁ States Veterans' Bureau regional office, Detroit, ? Y 100. D0 150. 00
319963 | Essenson, Oscar 5_.__ U:}Liu;mm Veterans’ Burean regional office, Los P.P. 45 30. 00 150, 00
T
380828 | Eyerle, Bema Le Clore. ngl?d States Veterans' Burean regional office, Denver, P.P. 30 0. 00 150. 00
olo.
360813 | Feltham Perey M. o o-ineeme Central O Washington, D.C._________.._____________ P.P.67 67. 00 150. 00
452345 | Ferguson, Jo. Marvin.... Hospital Nn 74 GnJIpur M L e el P.P.33 33.00 150, 00
567006 | Fitzgerald, Wm. Thes. ... bnileckl' ?éa:ie's Veterans' Bureau regional office, New PPN 7L00 .75
Yor <
1360619 | Given, Ellis By W.- ccceeumen-- l‘ﬁjejwd ms.ml’a. Veterans' Bureau regional office, Phila- P.P. 68 8. 00 218,75
583044 | Grant, Harold R ... ._._. Cni;.ieg’ States Veterans' Burean regional office, Detroit, A 74. 00 126, 00
418634 | Green, Fred Boooveemamaaaaeae- Lnited Btates Vel " Bureau regional office, Portland, P.P. 40 40, 00 150. 00
600646 | Harrison, Edmund L______.___ Dniﬁed Bl:}es Veterans” Bureau regional office, Charles- 2. P55 56, 00 125, 00
ton, W.
328104 | Hindman, Samuoel - .. . oo Lnitui St.ams Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Cleve- PPN 59. 00 150. 00
003154 | Howard, John F_________._.... Uncnoém Bmas Veterans" Bureau regional office, Denver, P. P. 55 55.00 150. 00
1094334 | Johnson, Edwin M....._..___ tnir.ed;)s%m Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Washing- P.P.44| 44.00 150,00
300508 | Johnson, Erik 8t, John___ = United Btates Veterans' Bureau regional office, Boston, P.P. 44 44,00 150,00
528515 | Keeler, Clande C________ Hoapdt.al No. 106, Fort Spelling, M 2 P.P.88 &8 00 150. 00
617221 | Kendall, Wm. Engene.._....__ Ui;jnt.ed Btates Veterans' Bureau ragicmal omoe, Chicago, P.P.40 40,00 187. 50
1000136 | 1 by, Earl K UnNh.adc States Veterans' Bureau regional office, Charlotte, . T8 67. 00 150, 00
318761 | Loewy, Igoatz Do oo ooeoeoe. Uii:i-l.;d. States Veterans' Bureau regional office, Phoenix, P.T.| 100.00 187. 50
1230898 | Maber, Harry Boooooccoceaos ti;;m& States Veterans' Bureau regional office, Fargo, P. P. 50 50.00 125.00
860177 | Malone, Will H.jr_.._....... Uzgiea States Veterans' Burean regional office, Atlanta, P.P.6I| 6L00 125,00
A
472152 | MeCaulloch, David Coyle. ... Ih;idtad gl:]:?s Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Los An- P.P.30 50, 00 150, 00
es,
445400 | MeKnight J'n.mu b FLy R | Hmpﬂa] No 51, "l‘umcm, ............................ P. P. 50 0. 00 125, 00
1242052 | Mollison, Wm. T ..o | Tnited Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Minne- P.P.31 §1. 00 250, 00
364656 | Newquist, Daniel C____________ Uiql%d St.i-nes Veterans' Bureau regional office, Des PP _ 78.00 150, 00
mes, lowa.
403973 | Partington, Cyrus B._.__ | U%j‘t;d States Veterans' Bureau regional office, Denver, P, P8 50. 00 125,00
.
1405707 | Patton, John R__________ . l'ilrmd States Veterans” Bureaun regional office, Boston, P.P.65 65. 00 150, 00
AES.
313793 | Penrose, Thos. Wm__.______._.| United %;atas Veterans' Burean regional office, Philadel- P.P. 47 47.00 187. 50
206960 | Richeson, Austin B.______...._ I,‘%% States Veterans' Bureau regional office, Portland, P. F. 51 5100 187, 50
Teg,
436813 | Ruth, Lloyd A.._..............| United States Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Minne- P.P.70 70.00 03.75
apolis, Minn,
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Employed in Velerans' Buresu—Continued

Afmounﬁ
of pay
o Extent '%‘r”;f,'_t Tyson-
Nomber Name Address Rank Balary | of dis- S Fi d
ability Hon bill be-
COmes a8
law
Per cent
1231432 | Sansing, Campbell United States Veterans' Bureau regional office, Dallas, Tex_ P, P. 38 $36.00 $125.00
838718 | Schwarz, Theodore E. ... Hospital No. 103, Aspinwall, Pa. . o o oo e oooaan P.P. 44 44,00 187. 50
365002 | Seibert, David Ao...—-oooor Un‘#tedh States Veterans' Burean regional office, Seattle, P. P. 68 68. 00 125, 00
ash,
528020 | Sherry, Cameron B....ooeeeeoo Urtﬂr.eg STtates Veterans' Burean regional office, S8an An- P.P.54 54,00 03.75
onl 'ex.
467751 | Small, John Jo8- - __.eeee Unll:?d'%tam Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Philadel- P.P.70| 70.00 150.00
phia, Pa.
223707 Smit!_l{ Dallas B._.. ---«i Central Office, Insurance Division. . .o Lieutenant colonel..._} 6,000.00 | P. P. 56 56. 00 218. 75
813817 | Steindler, Leo F United l%-l‘?it“ Veterans® Bureau regional office, Balti- | Captain 3,800.00 | P, P. 77 77.00 150. 00
more, a
1124621 | Sullivan, Claude Ho .. .- Ul;.‘iteg’smtw Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Charlotte, | First lieutenant_..__.. 4,000.00 | P. P. 48 48. 00 135, 00
1389479 | Von Dahn, Howard C.___..... Hospital No. 63, Lake City, FI& ..o .ooooooooeooomeaes Captain 6,200.00 | P. P. 35 35.00 150. 00
283048 | Wakefield, John D.............| United (?ﬂ.lstes Veterans' Bureau regional office, Cincin- |..... do... 3,900.00 | P. P, 35 35. 00 150. 00
nati, 0.
274034 | Weltner, Fred P ... a1, U{.Ited States Veterans' Burean regional office, Charles- | Major. 2,400.00 | P. P. 42 42, 00 187, 50
on, w ¥ e
822616 | Wheeler, William D__._....... UnNmId Btates Veterans' Bureau regional office, Newark, | Captain 2,600.00 | P. P. 61 61. 00 150. 00
405430 | Whitledge, Herbert B_____._.. Hospital No. 79, Outwood, KY. oo ocoooooceoomoemeoen | daictiise el 6,278.00 | P. P.63 |  63.00 150. 00
1069534 | Woods, Phillip H.________2777] United States Veterans’ Burean regional office, Phila- |.-... Ao e 420000 | P.P.35 | 35.00 150, 00
elphia, Pa. ; ]
340167 | Wyatt, Frederick L.___________ United States Veterans’ Bureau regional office, Birming- |.._.. [ e e 3,200.00 | P. P. 60 60. 00 150. 00
ham, Ala, (mobile station).
Mr. KING. It will be observed from the foregoing list that | laws apply with equality to all persons who have had honorable

there are emergency officers who are receiving compensation for
disabilities of as much as $150 per month and at the same time
some of them are receiving $6,200 a year salary from the Vet-
erans’ Bureau. If this bill becomes law their compensation of
course will be greatly increased. For instance, Captain Duncan
will receive $150 per month as retirement pay and he is also
receiving $5,007 salary. Captain Hindman will receive $150
per month as retirement pay. He is receiving $4,000 per an-
num as salary. Captain Johnson's salary is $4,400, and under
the bill he will receive $1,800 additional as compensation. Major
Kendell is receiving $5,200 salary and yet his disabilities will
give him under the pending bill $187.50 per month additional.
Major Leewy is receiving $5,800 salary and is also receiving
compensation in the amount of $1,200 a year which if the present
bill passes will be inecreased to $2,487.50.

Colonei Smith is receiving $6,000 salary and if the present
bill becomes a law he will have added to that amount $2,625.
Captain Whitledge is receiving a salary of $6,278 and compen-
sation for disabilities of $63 per month. If the pending bill be-
comes law he will receive as retirement pay $1,800 which, of
course, will be in addition to his salary. It will be observed
that the disabilities suffered by the persons whose names ap-
pear in the above list do not prevent them from receiving large
salaries. Undoubtedly, there are thousands of emergency offi-
cers receiving compensation, who, if this bill becomes law, will
receive larger amounts under the retirement provisions, and who
are also receiving important salaries and will continue in the
future to receive the same.

My information is that there are a considerable number of
emergency officers who are rated as having disabilities who
fill important positions in various departments of the Govern-
ment with salaries larger than they were receiving before
entering the war, and I am also told that many emergency
officers, both of the Army and the Navy, are filling important
positions in business enterprises who are receiving compensa-
tion for disabilities attributable to their military service. They
will be beneficiaries under this act and have all of the retire-
ment privileges provided, notwithstanding the salaries and
emoluments received by them from the work which they are
performing in the various activities of life.

I have heretofore stated that if emergency and volunteer
officers are to be given retirement privileges it will be a depar-
ture from a long-established policy which was adopted after
mature consideration by the great men of our country, includ-
ing those who held important military positions in the various
wars through which our country has passed. The pension
system was adopted and has been followed in dealing with
those who performed military service in behalf of their country.

I now call attention to the provisions of the law under
which pensions are being paid to veterans of the Civil War,
and I shall later show that Congress has made liberal provi-
sions for veterans of the World War who suffered disabilities.

For disabilities incurred in the service, for disabilities in-
curred out of the service, for service alone, the existing pension

war service. Out of the plentitude of experience which has
run through the whole course of the Government since the act
of August 26, 1776, the policy of the Government has finally
become settled, in laws which provide pensions for disability in-
curred in the service to be paid from the date of disability;
to pensions for disability without regard to service origin,
which pensions are to be paid commencing with a period after
the close of hostilities and to be paid for service alone without
regard to disability to such veterans as shall attain the age of
62 years. The war against Germany was comparable only to
the Civil War. Both wars were fought by great civilian
armies in which both the officers and men ecame from ecivil
life and upon the conclusion of hostilities returned to civil
life. Neither of these wars was fought or won by the regular
or professional military organization,

The movement to give officers taken from eivil life and who
were discharged at the conclusion of the war the status of
retired officers of the Regular Establishment, whose retire-
ment has nothing to do with war service and whose widows
are not pensionable, except the widows of officers who have
had war service, is contrary to the settled pension policy of
the Government and presents a disturbing factor in the perma-
nence and consistency of our pension poliey. The program
proposed was rejected many years ago because it was regarded
as inconsistent with the ideals and principles of a great demo-
cratic country in which all citizens are required to respond as
of duty in time of war and where the Government recognizes an
obligation to care for the wounded and disabled withont regard
to station or rank and likewise to care for the aged veterans
without distinction and upon a basis of entire equality.

It has been more than G0 years since the close of the Civil
War. There were on July 1, 1927, 90,000 veterans of the Civil
War on the pension rolls. There were 212,642 widows of Civil
War veterans and 49 Civil War nurses on the pension roll.
These veterans are all of more than 80 years of age. They are
regarded as being totally disabled as far as the capacity to per-
form remunerative labor is concerned. Of these veterans 37,700
were receiving pensions of 865 per month; 44,084 were receiv-
ing pensions of $72 per month; and 7,477 were receiving pen-
gions of $90 per month,

The widows who were the wives of veterans during their
Civil War service received pensions of $50 per month and the
other widows pensionable under the law received pensions of
$30 per month. The basis for these pensions is 90 days of hon-
orable service in the Civil War. No distinetion is made between
officers and men.

It is 30 years since the Spanish-American War. There were
on July 1, 1927, 138,812 veterans of the Spanish-American War
on the pension rolls drawing disability pensions. There were
23,547 widows of the Spanish-American War veterans and 279
nurses on the pension roll. OFf these veterans of the Spanish-
American War, 44,831 were receiving pensions at $20 per month ;
34,526 were receiving pensions at $25 per month; 27,663 were
receiving pensions of $30 per month; 16,228 were receiving




4820

pensions of $40 per month; 12971 were receiving pensions of
$50 per month; and 846 were receiving pensions of $72 per
month. These were disability pensions. The $50 rate is
awarded for total disability and the $72 rate is awarded for
total disability accompanied by such condition of helplessness
as requires the aid and attendance of another person. The other
rates of $20, $25, $30, and $40 are awarded for partial disability
and in such degree as the rate bears to $50, the rate for total
disability. Widows of Spanish-American War veterans are pen-
sioned at $30 a month with $6 additional for each child under
16 years of age.

I now direct attention to what is being done for those who
guffered disabilities in the World War, I submit that Con-
gress has made liberal provision for compensation in behalf
of those who served in the World War and received injuries and
suffered disabilities. Congress made no distinction between of-
ficers and enlisted men. It treated all as valiant soldiers in a
great democratic army. At the present time there are more
than 10,000 emergency officers receiving disability compensation.

On September 30, 1927, 8,096 officers had been given a dis-
ability rating of less than 30 per cent and were drawing ecom-
pensation at the average rate of $31 per month; 1,865 of these
officers who had been rated for partial disability equal to or in
excess of 30 per cent are drawing compensation at the average
rate of $50 per month; 1,358 of these officers who have been
rated for total disability equal to or in excess of 30 per cent,
are drawing compensation at the average rate of $102 per
month. The rate for total disability provided for veterans of
the Spanish-American War is §50 per month. The rate provided
for veterans of the Civil War in their advanced age and en-
feebled condition is $65 per month, with a special rate of $72
for Civil War veterans who require the care and attention of
another person, and a special rate of $90 per month for Civil
War veterans who are entirely helpless. As against these total
disability rates for the veterans of the Spanish-American War
and the Civil War, the officers of the World War who have a
rating of total disability are drawing average compensation of
$102 per month, and officers of the World War who have been
rated for partial disability equal to or exceeding 30 per cent are
drawing compensation at the average rate of $50 per month,
which is equal to the rate provided for total disability for the
veterans of the Spanish-American War.

Congress, accordingly, has awarded more liberal disability
compensation to officers of the World War than has been pro-
vided for officers of the Spanish-American War or the Civil War.
In fact, the total disability rate for the officer of the World
War is more than double the rate provided for total disability
in the case of an officer of the Spanish-American War and is
more than 50 per cent in excess of the pensions provided for the
disabled, aged, and helpless veterans of the Civil War.

Mr., President, I am not eriticizing the apparent diserimina-
tion in favor of the officers of the World War who suffered
disabilities. I voted for these measures and for the appropria-
tions under which payments are made to those suffering dis-
abilities. I am, however, opposing the policy which overthrows
an established one, and discriminates against the officers them-
selves as well as against the volunteer officers of the Civil and
Spanish-American wars and against the ex-service men who
fought and served their country but did not obtain commissions,

I have noted above that the average compensation for total
dizability that is being paid to officers of the World War is $102,
The average compensation that is being paid to officers of the
Army who have been given a rating of total disability is $127
per month, with $50 per month as the average compensation
for partial disability exceeding 30 per cent. For the Navy the
average compensation for total disability is $100 a month and
for partial disability exceeding 30 per cent $50 per month, and
for the Marine Corps the average compensation for total dis-
ability is $95 per month and for partial disability exceeding 30
per cent $47 per month,

The pending bill provides that the officers of the Army who
served in the World War and who retired to eivil life after the
armistice, and who have been rated by the Veterans’ Bureau for
disability in excess of 30 per cent, shall be placed upon a special
retired list in the Veterans’ Bureau and in lieu of the compensa-
tion they are presently receiving, shall be paid three-fourths of
the monthly pay of their rank as of the date when discharged
from the service after the war.

It has been pointed out by the Semator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. REep] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BixecHAM]
that the officers who will receive the benefit of this bill, if it
becomes law, will have an advantage over officers of the Regu-
lar Army, because the latter would not get the three-fourths
retirement pay as of the rank which they held at the period of
their discharge, but they would be relegated to a lower rank as
the basis for their retirement privileges.
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The pending bill provides that the emergency officers who
secure a rating for disability are to have their names published
annually in the Army register, whereas the other officers of
the World War who have not been rated for disability are not
to have their names published in the Army register. There may
be a reason for such legislation, but I can not understand
what it is. Two men are officers—one a captain, the other a
major. The captain receives a rating of 30 per cent disability
and his name is placed in the Army register. It may be the
captain was not upon the batfle field at all but was serving
in the United States in some clerical position; but the major
fought gallantly upon the battle field, and because he did not
incur a disability his name is not to be placed in the register.
It would seem that the honor of having their names in the
Army register is quite as much the right of officers who served
with honor during the World War, but who were not disabled
in the service, as it is the right of those who were overiaken
by disability in the service.

This view has been expressed to me by some officers who have
suffered disabilities but who will not elaim benefits under this
bill. Some of them, though their disabilities are rather serious,
are earning a considerable amount monthly and do not feel like
submitting claims for disabilities. These officers will not have
their names placed upon this roll of honor.

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, they may have their names put
upon the roll of honor and not draw the pay, unless they want
to do so. They do not have to draw the pay. The reason they
are put upon the roll of honor is because they have more than
10 per cent.disability.

Mr., KING. There are many officers who will not claim dis-
ability even for the purpose of having their names upon the roll.

Mr. TYSON. That being the case, that is their own fault.
If they do not want to do it, that is up to them. We are not
responsible for anybody who is not willing to take advantage
of an opportunity which is given him.

Mr. KING. It appears then that an inducement is offered to
officers to get their names upon the roll of honor, the inducement
being that they submit claims for disability ratings.

Mr. TYSON. Does not the Senator realize that there are a
great many men who were disabled in the World War but who
are less than 10 per cent disabled? They get no consideration
whatever.

Mr. KING.
however.

Mr. TYSON. Nevertheless, that is done; it is done by the
law ; and I take it the Senator helped to pass that law.

Mr. KING. I do not recall the provision of which the Sena-
tor is speaking.

Mr, TYSON. The Senator, however, does know that no man
who was disabled less than 10 per cent gets any compensation?

Mr. KING. I comprehend that. But this bill as presented
contained another diserimination. It includes only the disabled
officers of the Army and not those of the Navy, the Marine
Corps, and the Coast Guard.

Mr. TYSON. I beg the Senator’'s pardon.

Mr. KING. An amendment covering emergency Navy and
Marine Corps officers has been offered, but when the bill was
originally projected, and under the Bursum bill when it was
offered by the Senator a year ago, and again submitted at the
beginning of this session, there was no provision for the Navy
and the Marine Corps.

Mr. TYSON. It was understood, however, that an amend-
ment would be offered to cover emergency naval and Marine
Corps officers.

Mr. KING. Of course, I can not say as to that; I was not
in the confidence of the Senator, but I know that such an
amendment has now been offered. However, may I say to the
Senator that there is no provision in the bill for reserve officers
of the National Guard and militia? They may claim the same
privileges as are granted by this bill; they constituted a part
of our military forces. Why should not officers of the National
Guard, with the same disabilities, be accorded the same treat-
ment as is given to emergency officers under this bill?

Mr. TYSON. I agree with the Senator; and I suggest that
he i:{tlroduce a bill at the proper time to have that injustice cor-
rec .

Mr. KING. If I introduce a bill, it will be a bill that will
provide that enlisted men who fought in the ranks and served in
the trenches shall receive the same compensation for similar
injuries as is paid to men who happened temporarily to have
commissions,

The beneficiaries of the bill, as of date September 30, 1927, in-
clude 3,030 emergency Army officers of the World War, who are
divided into two distinet classes. In one class there are 1.233
officers who are on the books of the Veterans' Bureau as being
totally disabled who are drawing average compensation in the

I understand that. That is purely arbitrary,
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gum of $102 per month and in the other class are 797 officers who
are on the books of the Veterans’ Bureau as having partial
disabilities in excess of 30 per cent who are drawing average
compengation in the sum of $50 per month. The present average
compensation of the officers in the second class is about two-
fifths or 40 per cent of the average compensation of the officersin
the first class. This bill puts both groups of officers in the same
classification as far as future compensation is concerned and

- makes provision that they shall be paid three-fourths of the
regular pay of their rank for life. In September, 1927, there
were 176 officers of the Navy, including the Coast Guard, and 17
officers of the Marine Corps who will come within the operation
of the act if the bill be so amended as to include disabled offi-
cers of the Navy, the Marine Corps, and the Coast Guard.

I have referred to the fact that a number of officers who will
obtain retirement privileges if this bill becomes a law will be
greatly in excess of the number claimed by the proponents of
this bill. When the bill was first considered it was insisted that
not more than 1,000 persons would obtain retirement privileges.
It is now conceded that there are several thousand who at the
present time come within the terms of the bill. There have
been claims for compensation filed by emergency Army officers
up to December 31 of last year of the number of 41,632. The
annual report of the Secretary of the Navy for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1919, states that—

There were half a million enlisted nren and more than 32,500 officers
in the Navy and Naval Reserve Force when hostilities ended in
November, 1918,

The report of the major general commanding the United
States Marine Corps for the year ending June 1, 1018, states
that there were 2,418 officers in the Marine Corps. The total
number of officers in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, accord-
ingly, were therefore 234918, I have stated that of this number
188,650 were emergency Army officers, and that 41,532 of this
number have claimed compensation.

There are now 10,142 of this number receiving compensation
and a large number of applications are pending before the
Veterans' Bureau. The list is daily growing so that it is im-
possible to determine the number that will finally be added
to the list. Of this number 3,390 are rated less than 30 per
cent, but as being permanently disabled. The number rated
at less than 30 per cent who have temporary disabilities is given

.as 1,015. However, reratings are constantly taking place and
officers are being transferred from lower to higher grades—that
is, from ratings less than 30 per cent to ratings in excess of
. 30 per cent. Moreover, some who are rated as temporarily dis-
abled may be transferred to-morrow to the permanently disabled
list. The Veterans' Bureau notified me at noon to-day that
there are 10,142 emergency officers in the Army who are on the
active list. To-morrow there may be more, as the ratings are
being constantly changed. Some who are less than 30 per cent
may, to-morrow or the succeeding day, be placed in the cate-
gories of disabilities in excess of 30 per cent. Nor is it possible
to determine how many emergency officers will apply for com-
pensation and for retirement within a year after the passage
of this bill, if it should pass. It is impossible to determine how
many of the 188,550 officers will ultimately be placed upon the
retired list under the provisions of this bill and the amendment
withdrawing the time limitation.

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, what does the Senator mean by
the * amendment withdrawing the time limitation " ?

Mr. KING. It is an amendment which extends the time to
file applications and, of course, with pressure which will be
brought, Congress will remove the time limitation as the years
go by and ultimately every officer proving the required dis-
ability will be placed upon the retired list. The Senator knows
‘that although we fix 30 per cent as the datum line for the
purpose of obtaining retirement privileges, that line will be
removed and sooner or later those claiming disabilities of 10
per cent or more will be given the retirement privileges.

When legislation of this character first came before Congress
after the World War, the limit was fixed at 10 per cent.
Propaganda in favor of that limitation was as great as the
pressure exercised in behalf of this bill which fixes disability
at 30 per cent as the standard for retirement privileges. As
I have shown, 42,000 of the emergency officers in the Army
were physicians and 2,000 chaplains, Some of the physicians
suffered disabilities and, of course, should be given the same
benefits granted to other emergency officers of the same grade.
‘As a matter of fact, many of the emergency officers were not
in France, and a great majority were never upon the battle
fields. Many thousand officers served in clerical capacities
and in administrative duties in the United States. Many were
engaged in business activities for the Government and ineurred
no greater risks or hazards than did private citizens of the
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United States, It has been suggested upon various occasions
that if retirement privileges are to be granted they should be
extended only to those who did the fighting and not to those
who incurred no more risks or hazards than those in civil life.
It has also been suggested that retirement privileges should not
be granted to emergency officers whose earnings are as great as
or greater than were received by them prior to the war. An-
other suggestion has been made that if the disability does not
materially interfere with the earning capacity of an officer he
should be denied the retirement privileges,

Amendments of this character, no matter their merit, will
receive but scant support in this body. The propaganda in
favor of the bill as it is before us has been so great and the
pressure so powerful that there is no chance of writing into the
bill any important amendment or any provision that might
interfere with its passage regardless of its virtues.

Mr. President, there are now many active claims for compen-
sation of emergency officers who served in the Navy and in the
Marine Corps. The number, therefore, of active claims which
I gave a few moments ago does not give the aggregate and should
be increased by the list of officers from the Navy and from the
Marine Corps. I am calling attention, Mr. President, to these
matters for the purpose of demonstrating that some Senators
have not understood the full implications of this bill and the
thousands of persons who will be beneficiaries thereunder,

Mr. President, this bill will afford no benefits to second lien-
tenants who have been rated for total disability. Their monthly
compensation will be reduced from $99 to $93.75.

The increase accorded first lieutenants and eaptaing who have
been rated for total disability and of whom there were from the
Army on September 30, 1927, 761, does not warrant the pressure
that is being expended to force this bill through Congress,

No one begrudges these officers who have been rated for total
disability a just compensation or pension. In September last
1,865 officers of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, including
the Coast Guard, were rated for partial disability omnly, and
who are now drawing compensation at the average rate of $50
per month; they will have their pay increased to $125 per
month for first lientenants and to $1560 per month for captains,
which for 450 Army captains will mean a trebling of their pay
and which for 113 Army majors will mean an increase of their
monthly pay to 375 per cent of the compensation awarded them
by the Veterans' Bureau, and which for 17 lieutenant colonels
of the Army will mean an increase of their monthly pay 43716
per cent of the compensation awarded them by the Veterans'
Bureau, and which for 5 colonels will means an increase in
their monthly pay to over 500 per cent of the compensation
awarded them by the Veterans' Bureau, and which for 1 general
of the Army will mean an increase of his monthly pay to 625
per cent of the compensation awarded him by the Veterans'
Bureau. As against these unwarranted magnifications of com-
pensation for partial disability we have an actual reduction of
the compensation of second lieutenants for total disability, and
an increase of less than 25 per cent for totally disabled first
lieutenants, and less than 50 per cent for totally disabled cap-
tains. If there ever was a case of flagrantly partial legisla-
tion the pending bill is an example of it.

The bill is not only unfair to the more than 30,000 veterans of
the war who have been rated for permanent total disability
and the 100,000 veterans of the war who are rated for perma-
nent partial disability, but is grossly unfair and unegual as
between the officers who are the ostensible beneficiaries of the
proposed legislation. During the fiscal year 1927 there was an
average number of 237,076 veterans who were drawing com-
pensation in one form or the other for whom the average rates
was $50.66 per month.

The bill unfairly selects 78 out of each 10,000 veterans who
are rated for disability and all of whom are receiving an aver-
age of $50 per month and gives them special benefits by which
their monthly compensation is raized from 300 to 625 per cent.
It means everything to the only partially disabled officers who
make up a very clear preponderance of the total number of
officers who are the ostensible beneficiaries of the bill. Many
who become officers of the Army were not manual laborers
and their economic and earning capacity is not seriously af-
fected by such minor physical defects or damages as would
accord them a rating of 30 per cent disability made from the
standpoint of their capacity to perform crude manual labor.
There have been Senators of the United States who for blind-
ness would be rated as 200 per cent disabled by the Veterans’
Bureau, yet they have drawn $10,000 a year in salaries from
the Government.

A man whose record is for 30 per cent disability is expected to
be able to carry on his business and to be engaged in gain-
ful occupations, It is difficult to see how a 30 per cent dis-
ability ascribable to physical defects can be regarded as affect-
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ing the earning eapacity of a man who carries on an intellectual
oecupation, who employs his own mind in the business, and
who directs the work of others who perform manual labor.

‘A considerable number of the officers who are rated for 30
per cent partial disability reside in the District of Columbia
and its environs. Why did not the committee ecall these men
before it, ascertain the nature of the physical defects for
which they are drawing $50 or more per month, and ascertain
whether or not their earning power has been actually decreased
and whether or not in any case they are drawing less than the
gtandard and customary pay for the business or service which
they are following?

I am adverse to that. In the great majority of cases they are
drawing large salaries and that the increase earried by this
bill of from 300 to 625 per cent per month is not warranted out
of any consideration of poverty or financial distress. It is be-
lieved that thousands of disabled veterans who were not in the
elass of these officers, have much higher claims to increased
compensation on the ground of poverty or of lack of economic
independence.

Mr, President, from the letters which I have received I infer
that there is a feeling in some parts of the country that emer-
gency officers who are suffering from disabilities are receiving
no compensation whatever from the Government. Of course the
fact is quite the reverse. They are receiving compensation to
the same exfent as are all ex-service men who have been
wounded or have suffered disabilities by reason of their military
service. I have shown that many emergency officers in addi-
tion to compensation of from $100 to $150 per month, are em-
ployed by the Government, and some are receiving salaries of
from $5,000 to $6,200 per annum. If is often stated that the
Government has been illiberal in appropriating for the ex-
service men. I desire to present a few figures indieating what
the facts are in respect to this matter. In the fiseal year 1927
there were 25,067 veterans in Government hospitals under the
charge of the Veterans’ Bureau. During the same year the
Government paid out $36,154,237 for medical and hospital serv-
jees and facilities, which is an average of over $1,400 per capita
for the veterans who had the benefit of this hospital and medi-
cal serviee. Men who were in the hospitals received total dis-
ability pay during the time of their hospitalization,

These figures show the solicitude of the Government for dis-
abled veterans. I am glad fo learn of the efforts of the Gov-
ernment to care for disabled veterans and for veterans whether
reserve officers or privates and to grant to them just, fair, and
generous treatment. .

The figures just referred to demonsirate that the Government
in 1927 paid out considerably more than $2,000 per capita for
the veterans who were in the hospitals, among whom were some
of the officers who are drawing disability compensation from
the Veterans’ Bureau under the present law. The expenditures
for salaries and expenses of the Veterans' Bureau for the
fiscal year 1927 amounted to $36,354,328.90, a sum which is
equal to the amount laid out for hospital and medical services
and facilities, This large overhead cost is to be referred in
large measure to the administration of the hospital service
and facilities.

The average number of active compensation awards from the
Veterans' Bureau in the fiscal year 1927 was 237,076. This
means that the Veterans’ Bureau was distributing monthly
compensation to 287,076 veterans rated for disability. At the
close of the fiscal year 1927 the Pension Burean was distribut-
ing pensions to 489,942 pensioners, at an administrative over-
head cost of $1,827,252. To bring this matter into clear relief,
the Pension Bureau in the fiscal year 1927 distributed $230,-
152,712.17 to 489,942 pensioners, at an overhead cost of §1,327,-
25247, whereas the Veterans' Bureau in the fiscal year 1927
distributed $173,476,965.39 compensation to 237,076 veterans of
the World War, at an overhead cost of $36,3564,328,

The total expenditures of the Veterans' Bureau in the fiscal
year 1927 were $405,348447.70. The question has been sug-
gested as to whether this large sum would not be of more
benefit to the veterans if distributed to the beneficiaries direet,
as are pensions, instead of being charged with overhead costs
and special services to the extent of many millions annually.

In further support of the statement that Congress has been
liberal in appropriating for veterans of the World War I call
attention to the fact that in 1917 the appropriations were $50,-
250,000; in 1918, $181,297,800; in 1919, $141,918833; in 1920,
$252,291,769; in 1921, $316,359,672; in 1022, $406,770,342; in
1923, $425,462,323; in 1924, $436,514,053; in 1925, $481,957,808;
in 1926, £521,950,000 ; and in 1927, $462,965,000,

A letter from Director Hines, dated February 28, 1928, states
that the disbursements made by the Government for vocational
training totaled $644,987,396.28; for term insurance, $960,942;-
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334.57; for United States Government life insurance, $61,660,-
216.76; for compensation, $1,173,515.358.71; for allotments,
$300,852,071.66 ; for allowances, $282 087,704.94; for marine and
seamen’s -insurance, $35,074,818.69; for medical and hospital
services, $308,459,156.37; for hospital facilities and services,
$20.348,345.57; for soldiers’ and sailors’ civil relief claims,
$19,383.65 ; administrative, $281,678,615.53 ; adjusted service cer-
tificate fund, $63,454,105.15; adjusted service and dependent
pay, $26,403,402.72; miscellaneous, $£47,16438; or a total of
$4,169,480,074.98,

In the light of these figures, there is no warrant for the
statement so often heard that Congress had dealt with the ex-
service men in a niggardly way. Let me present a few figures
by way of comparison between the Civil War and the World
War and the treatment accorded to veterans of each contest.
The Civil War lasted four years. The World War lasted 1
year 7 months and 5 days. The number of men in the
Union Armies was 2,400,000 and in the World War more than
four and a half million. In the World War the battle casunal-
ties were 50,000 killed and 23,500 wounded.

Deaths from disease were 56,991. Out of every hundred
soldiers and sailors -2 were killed or died of disease. In the
Civil War out of every hundred soldiers and sailors 10 were
killed or died of disease, The number of casualties in the
Civil War were 110,070 killed and died of wounds, 224586
died of disease, and deaths from other causes totaled 24,872
The total number of deaths were 359,528 and the number of
wounded who survived August 1, 1866 were 208,040.

In the first 11 yearg following the close of the Civil War—
that is, from 1866 to 1876, inclusive—the disbursements for
pensions amounted to $298267,071.17. For the 11 years from
1917 to 1927, inclusive, the appropriations for the benefit of
veterans of the World War were $3,677,737,601.

If we disiribute the pension appropriations of 1876 among
the 232137 beneficiaries we produce a distribution of $124.70
per capita. A distribution of the Veterans’ Bureau appropria-
tions for 1927 among the 232,077 beneficiaries produces a distri-
bution of $1,994.77 per capita. In other words the per eapita
distribution of 1927 is seventeen times the per capita distribution
for 1876. There are doubtless elements in this comparison
which upon critical analysis might be denominated invidious,
but after making all allowances possible the figures submitted

establish the fact that the Government has dealt generously

with the veterans of the World War. I am glad such is the
case. It would be a matter of sincere regret to me if our
Government should fail to discharge its duty toward those who
constituted our military forces upon land and upon sea in the
World War, the greatest war that has befallen humanity.

As stated, Mr. President, I have submitted these figures be-
cause of criticisms indulged in so often throughout the country
that Congress has neglected to meet the legitimate require-
ments of the ex-service men.

Returning to the bill before us it will not be inappropriate
to repeat that this measure is not for the benefit of the veterans
who on September 30, 1927, were rated for total disability by
the Veterans' Bureau and who are in a great majority of the
cases drawing approximately as much, and in a great many
cases larger, compensation from the Government than will be
afforded by this bill. It is apparent that this measure is of
special advantage to the approximately 2,000 veterans who on
that date were rated for partial disability only, and who are
drawing an average of $50 per month, and are in less need of
increased compensation than thousands of veterans now receiv-
ing disability compensation under existing law, but who are in
no wise beneficiaries of this bill. The director of the bureau
stated before the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate
on March b, 1026, that—

It Is the business of the Veterans' Burean, as yon gentlemen know,
to deal with all ex-service men regardless of rank held in the service,
In other words, we deal with them based on their disabilities and their
industrial handicaps now, and we make no dlstinction In their cave or
treatment in any way.

But this bill ereates a separate class of beneficiaries who are
entitled to special consideration from the fact or the accident
of the military rank which they may have held during their
temporary period of military service. The bill gives special
status to those officers of the Army who were appointed to serve
during the emergency created by the World War. It was under-
stood that their services would be temporary or for the duration
of the war, and these men had a right to anticipate benefits in
the way of disability pensions or compensation of the same
general character which were given to disabled veterans of the
Civil War and of the war with Spain. Those benefits have been
accorded them, Every one of the beneficaries of the special
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legisiation incorporated in the pending bill are the present
beneficiaries of the liberal compensation for disability provided
by the World War veteraus’ act of 1924,

The bill before us provides that these officers in lieu of the
compensation provided in the World War veterans’ act shall be
put on a special retired list as though they were permanent
officers of the Army and draw pay at 75 per cent of the pay
provided for active service to officers of the same rank.

These temporary officers are to be made regular officers for
the purpose of drawing permanent pay. We may well hesitate
before committing the Government to this policy. We shonld
consider well the ultimate end to which it ebviously will lead us.
The pending bill applies to those officers who have suffered dis-
ability which has been given a rating of 30 per cent by the
Veterans' Bureau or who may within one year be given a rating
of 30 per cent by the Veterans' Bureau. This means that the
door is wide open for applications to increase disability now
rated at less than 30 per cent to 30 per cent or more in order to
draw permanent pay equivalent to 75 per cent of the pay of
the rank for active service.

This means that the compensation paid lieutenants who have
disability ratings will be practically double the compensation
paid the ordinary veteran for the same disability. About two-
thirds of the disabled officers are lieutenants. About one-quar-
ter of them are captains. ILess than 10 per cent of the dis-
abled officers have rank above that of a captain. There are very
few of the disabled officers of the World War who had rank
during the service indicating real responsibility for the com-
mand of units in general military operations. There are, in
fact, only 12 temporary colonels and 21 temporary lieutenant
colonels who had disability presently rated at 30 per cent. No
officers above the rank of colonel have been rated for disability
at 30 per cent. There may be some distinetion in education
between the ordinary veteran and the lieutenant, but there is
little distinction in age or experience. There is no distinetion
in patriotismm. The lieutenants served with their men, took the
same hazards, and suffered the same disabilities, or suffered
disabilities under identical circumstances. To distinguish be-
tween them the compensation awarded for identical disabilities
suffered in identical services and under the same circumstances
and operating for a common objective can not be supported on
any consideration of sound policy. It brings in class distinction
where none should exist. These men are all veterans. They
should be received and treated as such. They should be re-
garded as equals in the law as they are regarded as equals by
the people.

This distinction is all the less unwarranted, because the
pending bill does not propose to retire these officers as a part
of the personnel of the permanent establishment in which the
officers are commissioned for life and are retired for age. The
pending bill proposes to create a distinet and separate category
in the Veterans' Bureau for these officers who have been out of
the service for 10 years and have the Veterans’ Bureau give
them compensation in the form of retirement pay as distin-
guished from compensation in the ordinary form. What the
bill ealls an “ emergency officers’ retired list” is to be a mere
form in the records of the Veterans' Bureau. It will have
nothing to do with the Army Establishment as such or with
the retired list of the Regular HEstablishment. These officers
will be under none of the duties to which an officer of the Reg-
ular Establishment must be subjected or the commands to
whichh he must respond. The retired list of the Army is a
regulation which applies in peace as well as war. Retirements
are for such disability or age as disqualifies the permanent Army
officer from active service. It is not a casualty list. It is a
list of those permanent officers who for one reason or another
become incapacitated for service, and inasmuch as their appoint-
ments are for life it would be improper for the Government to
summarily discharge them, and hence the law provides that
they shall be continued on part pay for the duration of their
lives,

In enacting the so-called bonus legizslation Congress allowed
all the veterans, including captains, first lieutenants, and lieu-
tenants, an additional $1.25 per day for the time served in
France and $1 a day for time served in the United States,
and taking this extra or additional compensation for days

served as and for a preminm, each of the veterans of the war,

including eaptains, first lieutenants, and second lieutenants,
was given a paid-up policy of insurance, adjusted to their
separate premiums and ages in each individual case. In
this bonus legislation and insurance legislation Congress dealt
with captains, first lientenants, and second lieutenants upon
an entire equality with the other 4,500,000 veterans of the war.

No distinctions were made. Congress gave these captains
and lieutenants the same advantage of the adjusted compensa-
tion and insurance which it gave to the war veterans generally.
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And now we are asked to make of them a separate class. It
can not be contended that this legislation will benefit in any
way, present or prospectively, the Regular Military Establish-
ment. It is not designed for the promotion of the military
interest of the United States. There are mo sound reasons to
support the pending bill. There are the soundest reasons why
it should be rejected. It is impolitic in its conception, and
it will be impolitic in its result if it becomes the law of the
land. It is contrary to the established military policy of
Congress in dealing with this subject of compensation and
pensions. The wise and reasonable thing to do is for Con-
gress to be consistent and to see to it that the laws affecting
this subjeet are consistent within themselves, and in relation
to each other. We can not have equality upon any other
prineiple, and legislation which is not equal in its operation on
persons who are entitled to equal consideration of the Govern-
ment does not comport with the fundamental principles which
should govern the relation of Congress to the people under
the Constitution of the United States and those republican
principles of Government which are embodied in it and which
should be the guiding principles of our legislation.

Mr. CUTTING. Mr, President, I believe there is no Member
of the Senate who is more anxious to come to a vote speedily
on the pending bill than I am. For nine years I have been
working for this bill and for other legislation fostered by the
ex-service men's organizations. I have listened for about six
hours to the debate on this subject and I think I can get
through with my remarks in six minutes.

With regard to the historic question brought up by the Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. Kixe], I should like to have printed in the
Recorp without reading a statement of the disability pension
rates for officers and enlisted men from the Revolutionary War
to the present day, which I think will show that this is no new
policy which is being adopted, but a policy which has been con-
sistently followed by the Government of the United States since
Revolutionary times,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the state-
ment will be printed in the RECORD.

The statement referred to is as follows:

DisABILITY PENSIoN RATES ForR OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEX

{Page numbers given refer to *“ Laws of the United States governing
the granting of Army and Navy penslons,” in effect March 5, 1925, pub-
lished by the Government Printing Office and compiled under the direc-
tion of the Commissioner of Pensions and published in accordance with
the provisions of section 4748, Revised Btatutes.)

REVOLUTIONARY WAR

Page 9. Rate of pensions for known wounds incurred doring the Reyo-
lutionary War are as follows under the act of April 10, 1806:

Commissioned officers : One-half of the monthly pay legally allowed at
the time of incurring said disability, but no pension shall be calculated
at a higher rate than one-half pay of a lieutenant colonel.

Enlisted men: Five dollars a month.
CAMPAIGN ON WABASH

Page 10, act of April 10, 1812 : The same provisions as the foregolng
Revolutionary pensions are made applicable to the campaign on the
‘Wabash.

WAR OF 1812

Page 10. Act of April 24, 1816 : The persons on the penslon rolls on
April 24, 1816, had their pensions increased for all ranks of first lieu-
tenant and under, as follows:

First lieutenant 17
Second lieutenant- .- st e S |
Third leutenant A e e S B R TR 14
Ensign - 13
Noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates - ____ 8

This act of April 24, 1816, further provides that all laws and regu-
lations relating to pensions of officers and soldiers of the Regular Army
shall relate equally to the officers and soldiers of the militia while in
the service of the United Btates.

BLACKE HAWE WAR

Page 10. Act of June 15, 1832; Officers, noncommissioned oflicers,
and privates raised for the protection of the frontier, in case of disabil-
ity by wounds or otherwise incurred in the service, shall be entitled to
like compensation as allowed to officers, noncommissioncd officers, and
privates in the Military Establishment of the United States.

IXDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN FLORIDA

Iage 11. Act of March 19, 1836 : That the Volunteers or militia shall
be entitled to all the benefits conferred on persons wounded or otherwise
disabled in the service of the United States.

CREEK WAR

Page 11. Act of May 23, 1836: The Volunteers shall be entitled to
all the benefits which may be conferred om persons wounded in the
service of the United Btates,
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Page 12. Section 4730, Revised Statutes: Officers and enlisted men,
whether of the Regular Army or Volunteers, for total disability by
reason of injury received or disease contracted while in line of duty, in
gervice in the war with Mexico shall receive half of the pay of their
rank at the date on which the wound was received or the disease con-
tracted, not exceeding balf of the pay of a lieutenant colonel,

CIVIL WAR

Page 30: The act of July 14, 1862, states that the beneficiarles for
disability shall be officers of the Army, including Regulars, Volunteers,
and militia, marine and enlisted men, however employed in the military
or naval gervice (in the Civil War).

Page 31, section 46935, gives the rate of pensions for total disability
for the persons mentioned in the preceding paragraph:

Per month
Tieutenant colonel and officers of higher rank_ o ______ $£30
Major el Lo
Captain 20
First lieutenant 17
Becond Heutenant .  _ _ __ —________ IS 15
Certain other officers and warrant officers. 10
All enlisted men 8

Page 175. Subsequent enactments as given below inereased the pay
of the disabled enlisted men through the medium of general service
pensions, but these enactments did not reduce the pay of the disabled
officers, and the rate of pay of the disabled officers was not reached by
the enlisted men through the enactment of serviee pensions until the
act of May 11, 1912, which gave a general service pension of $30 a
month to all officers and enlisted men of the Civil War who bhad
reached the age of 75 years and served two years or more.

SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR

The officers and enlisted men who ineurred disability in the Spanish-
American War, whether volunteer or regular, received pensions under
the general pension law of July 14, 1862, which set the maximum for an
officer at $£30 a month and the enlisted personnel at $8 a month for
total disability.

The disabled emergency officer of .the Spanish-American War con-
tinued to receive more than the disabled emergency enlisted men of
thiz war until the act of Jume 5, 1920, when the enlisted men were
granted a service pension with maximum payments of $30 a month, a
sum equal to the pay being received by the disabled officers with the
rank of lieutenant colonel and above.

Mr. CUTTING. It is very remarkable to me, Mr. President,
that the opposition to this bill has come from so many different
angles and has been supported by so many different arguments.
We have heard the Senator from Utah [Mr. King] argue that,
while on the faee of the figures furnished by the Veterans’
Bureau there are only 3,000 men who will benefit by this pro-
posed act, in the course of the next 2 years or 5 years or 10
years there may be as many as 50,000 men who will receive
the benefit of its provisions. On the other hand, we have heard
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] and the Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. Binegaum] arguing that only a very
small proportion of the emergency officers would be benefited
by this bill. The Senator from Connecticut went so far as
to say that many of the 3,000 now on the list will not be able
to accept the benefits of the measure or will not be willing to
accept them.

My opinion of that matter, Mr. President, is that the Senator
from Pennsylvania and the Senator from Connecticut are very
much closer to the facts than is my friend from Utah. My
experience with the Veterans’ Bureau leads me to the conclusion
that when this bill becomes a law the Veterans' Bureau will
be more inclined to lower the rating of officers who have ap-
plied for compensation than they will to raise it. I do not be-
lieve there will be any great increase beyond the 3,000 who
apparently will be the principal beneficiaries of the bill,

But, Mr. President, I do not believe it makes any difference
whether the number of 3,000 is going to be increased or de-
creased. The point is whether or not the United States owes
this debt to the emergency officers who served it in time of
war. It is not a question of how many there are or how few,
or how much money it is going to cost the Treasury. If we owe
this debt, we ought to pay it.

The very able Senator from Pennsylvania—who, I believe, has
studied all these matters as thoroughly as anyone in this Cham-
ber—has based his opposition to this bill on the guestion of
digerimination; first, the diserimination between officers and
enlisted men; second, the discrimination between emergency
officers themselves.

Mr. President, if a diserimination exists between officers and
enlisted men, it is no new diserimination. It is one that has
existed at all times. This bill does not purport to do away
with any such discrimination. If it is the opinion of the Senate
that such a discrimination should be done away with, let them
do away with it with regard to the Regular Army and with

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

MaArcH 15

regard to the emergency officers. This legislation does not go
into that at all. We are dealing with one particular problem.
We are doing away with one particular diserimination—namely,
the diserimination which exists at present between officers in
the Regular service and the emergency officers who served with
them, and endured the same risks and hardships and dangers
and disabilities that the officers in the Regular service did.

But the Senator from Pennsylvania brought up another argu-
ment with which, to a certain extent, I am in sympathy. When
you set an arbitrary line at 30 per cent, it is natural that you
are going to have cases where hardship has been inflicted on
one side or the other of the line.

We have heard at great length about the major who was a
bacteriologist, and heard him compared with a major who was
a chemist; and it was very clearly shown that they were not
being treated fairly according to the present regulations of the
Veterans’ Bureaun, and that that unfairness would be increased
fivefold by this bill. That is true, Mr, President. Personally
I should favor the bill as it was originally indorsed by the
American Legion, not going into techniealities of percentage
disability but giving the emergency officers exactly the same
privilege which is enjoyed by the Regular officers,

We have not that bill before usg, however, We have a bill
drawing the line at 30 per cent; and the discriminations at 30
per cent are not materially more unfair than they would be if
you drew any other particular line of cleavage. If you reduce
the retirement rate to 29 per cent, or 28 per cent, or 27 per cent,
you are still going to have individual cases of hardship as be-
tween men who come on one or the other side of that particular
line.

The Senator from Pennsylvania said that he wanted to explain
not only what the bill did do, but what it did not do. Mr.
President, T am for this bill on account of what it does do, and
I am not going to oppose it on account of what it does not do
and does not pretend to do, and what no ex-service man that I
Enow of thinks that it is meant to do.

This bill deals with a very small part of the problem of the
ex-service man., It deals with 3,000 emergency officers, and it
tries to do away with the discrimination between them and
the Regular officers who had the same experiences and the same
hardships in the war. It does not go any further.

A number of Senators have said that the enlisted men are
opposed to the bill. That has not been my experience. I had
the honor of attending the first caucus of the American Legion
at St. Lonis in May, 1919; and I think this bill was sponsored
in the first place by an enlisted man in the New Mexico dele-
gation to that convention. Since then it has been up in the
Senate and up in the House of Representatives a good many
times, The enlisted men all over the country have had a chance
to become acquainted with the bill. I think my colleague here
knows, as I do, that out of the 18,000 ex-service men in New
Mexico there are not more than between 25 and 30 who would
benefit by this particular bill; but I have found that all the
rest are thoroughly in favor of it, that they understand it, and
that they want it brought to a vote. They know that it is not
going to benefit the enlisted man. If there is some other bill
which will benefit the enlisted men, both in the Regular service
and in the temporary service, I believe that I will go as far
in supporting it as any Senator in this Chamber; but this bill
deals with a particular problem. I am going to vote for this
bill, and I hope other Senators will vote for it, because as far
as it goes it is right in principle, even though it may not go
as far as some of us would like,

I hope this bill will pass by the same overwhelming majority
by which it was passed in previons sessions of Congress.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of
this retirement bill for emergency officers. I believe that it
will bring about long-delayed justice. Army officers of prac-
tically every other branch of the service have been taken care
of by legislative enactment; and I think it is time that the
emergency officers should be taken care of, too, in the way of
a retirement measure.

There is no question but that these emergency officers ren-
dered good service during the war; that they were called from
their business, whatever it was, and went into the service the
same as others did; and I believe they are entitled to recog-
nition.

I want to read just a brief exiract from a letter I have
received from a constitnent of mine, which is a sample of a
number of other letters I have received. It is from a young
man who was a civil engineer, and after taking a course in an
officers’ training camp went into the Government service and
served throughout the war., He says:

On September 2, 1920, I was discharged from the Army on a surgeon's
certificate of disability marked 80 per cent disabled. I could mnot
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return to the practice of my profession of engineering, but Instead
had to move out to New Mexico, upon the advice of physicians, in order
to be enabled to live. I spent two years in New Mexico and then
took up the work of teaching, which I have been following since,

In October, 1924, the Unlted States Veterans’ Burean at Washington,
D C., awarded me a permanent disability rating of 50 per cent, and
I have been receiving compensation for that rating sinece that time.

Had I been in the Regular Army I would have been retired as a
disabled officer and would have received retirement pay for my rank

. beginning with the date of my discharge from the Army hospital in

September, 1920,

I was commissioned from eivil life Into the Corps of Engineers of

the Army which is ample proof that I had the necessary technical
qualifications in addition to the other qualifications of an Engineer
officer. That I was in actual and responsible charge of the military
mapping of the southern department, United States Army, for some 20
months—work of a very confidential as well as a highly technical
nature—would indicate that I carried on quite capably in every way.
During that period I proudly and gladly performed every duty and
arduous task and accepted every risk and responsibility shoulder to
ghoulder with the commissioned officers of the Regular Army. Wher-
ever and whenever there was work to do, I was spared in no way.
" My ease is typical of those of many other emergency officers of the
World War. 8o long as the war was in progress, nothing was too good
for them: but as soon as the war was over and their services were no
longer needed to help, guide, and direct the Army, they were discharged
on a basis that denied them all of the rights, benefits, and privileges
that go with the position of a commissioned officer in the Regular
Army.

Mr. President, I believe this bill should be passed, and I trust
that it will be.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BrooxHART in the chair).
The bill is before the Senate as in Commiitee of the Whole and
open to amendment. If there be no further amendment pro-
posed, the bill will be reported to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Harg, the title was amended so as to read:
“A bill making eligible for retirement, under certain conditions,
officers and former officers of the Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps of the United States, other than officers of the Regular
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, who incurred physical disability
in line of duty while in the service of the United States during
the World War.” -

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE JUDGE RHYDON MAYS CALL

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, in memory of Rhydon Mays
Call, late judge of the United States District Court of the
Southern Distriet of Florida, a special service was held at 10
o'clock Saturday, January 14, 1928, in the Federal court room
in the city of Jacksonville. Hon, Lake Jones, judge of the
United States District Court of the Southern District of Florida,
presided, and on the bench with him were Hon. George Couper
Gibbs, Hon. Daniel A. Simmons, and Hon. DeWitt T. Gray,
judges of the cireunit court for the fourth judicial circuit of the
State of Florida.

Members of the bar from every part of the State were pres-
ent, as were other friends of the late Judge Call. Proceedings
were reported by Raleigh . Dowling, Ralph W. Pattison, and
Earnest 1. Bryant. The court having been convened by the
United States deputy marshal, Judge John L. Doggett delivered
the following just and impressive tribute to the memory of that
eminent judge, patriotic citizen, and much-loved man, whose
life was rich in public service, which I ask to have printed in
the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, BrookHART in the chair).
Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows:

Judge DoeeETT. If your honors please, my brother lawyers, ladles,
and gentlemen, the letter from the joint committees of the bar requested
me on this oceasion to pay a fitting tribute to Judge Call's memory,
and volce the respect in which he was held, and the grief occasloned
by hiz loss,

I wish that I could adequately and appropriately put the words into
gentences that would make you feel that I had accomplished such a
mission. Oh, how I yearn for the power &t this moment to express the
tribute and voice the respect and grief that this occasion demands, If
I fall, I believe he at least would believe if he were here that only my
Hmitations of mind were the obstacles that prevented such perform-
ance, for at no moment throughout my life could my beart have been
more attuned and in harmony with my effort than it is at this moment.
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People are born, live their whole life out, and die, and when the then _
living contemplate and look back over those careers generally it s that
all seem about the same, and are, at best, but commonplace.

Occasionally, however, it appears that a man is sent into the world
with a particnlar work to perform. To my mind Rhydon M. Call had a
mission of that kind—the accomplishment of justice,

There is an old maxim that I believe iz attributed to Mahomet, which
says that “one hour in the execution of justice is worth 70 years of
prayer.”

If such be the case, what a wealth of example did we enjoy as lawyers
throughout his long judicial career, and what a loss did we sustain in
Rhydon Call's death. No man can perform justice without an under-
standing of what justice is, and no man can understand justice to its
fullest extent unless he has learned to drink uncomplainingly the bitter
draughts of deep sorrow, producing an aloneness in the world, resulting
in the deepest of meditation, and an unselfish and impartial accounting
to and of one’s self and of his fellowmen and of their affairs.

Out of such despairing experience and disasters dld Rhydon M.
Call, the judge, emerge, but without a complaint, and with only silent,
grim determination written on his face and engraved within his heart,
to live on and on to the end—alone. Oh, so alone, but calmly, most
efficiently and wonderfully, making his judicial life his whole life, since
he felt and was so alome, \ -

If T went into details, whether in chambers or on the bench, of his
daily routine, we would see that familiar figure sitting there, somewhat
hunched over in his chair, with eyes cast down, calmly whittling his
favorite piece of wood—red cedar—Ilistening intently and patiently,
and completely absorbed with what he was hearing. Never was he
known to make a memorandum. He had acquired the habit of concen-
tration to such a marked degree that he needed no reminder as to
argument or incident. Seldom it was that he ever asked a question
and still more seldom did he ever of his own velition interrupt counsel,
He would rule but once in the trial of a case on a question of evidence,
and that would remain the gulde on that proposition throughout the
trial. We who practiced before him knew this only too well, and we
would never attempt the same question in another form even without
an explanation to the court. Argument with him as to his rullng
spelled instant reprimand, generally only by the raising of his eyes,
which at such a moment it would seem that he was looking both
through and into each and all of the internals of one’s body and saying
to those Internals, * I've ruled; that ends the matter. You have your
exception.”

His insight and memory at tlmes geemed almost uncanny, and his
wisdom, fortified by his knowledge, frequently muttered in a low tome,
was at times so disconcerting that it spelled instant disaster to an
unrighteons cause. His place of worship was the shrine of justice,
and justice was always his client, not the sentimental blubbering kind,
not the kind that rode on the top of a hurrahing temporary wave of
public approval, not the kind which is illustrated by the following
incident—TI feel sure you will all understand. A young judge was sit-
ting in a case In a rural community where lawyers of note were trying
a case of moment and one involving questions that would affect a
policy of the State, One of these lawyers offered an objection and the
judge promptly ruled with him. This lawyer was so elated that he
offered another objection and was promptly ruled against, and upon
his showing an iunclination to argue with the court, the judge said,
“ Why, I bhave just ruled with you once. I must rule with the other
fellow this time.”

Justice from the bench is not such an evening-up process with the
Judge Call kind of nisi prius judge.

When properly applied, it purposes an unbroken and even career,
gulded by a dignity of ethical and moral feeling, founded upon logical
thinking, tempered wi#h tbe human element, embellished with scholarly
atiainment, nourished with an unwavering determination to follow the
law as it is revealed and finally pronounced by a he-man., Such was
the rugged justice that was administered throughout the long and re-
markable career of Bhydon M. Call. Such could properly be a sum-
mary of the Rhydon Call type of justice.

People individually, be they lawyer or client, meant nothing in his
judicial career, subject matter alone determined his judgment. His
life was one of constant, never-ceasing contact with the buman being
and his caose of action; and out of his abundant experience with the
strength and weaknesses of causes, the motives and the desires thereof,
the hopes and passions thereln, with an unerring eye always upon the
straight course of the law, he would emerge from his deliberations with
a decision that always brought with it the respect of lawyer and client,
and most frequently such a conviction of its righteousness and legality
that the Htigation would end with his decision. Such was the judieial
force of Rhydon M. Call.

We who practiced constantly before him know that it cam mnot be
exaggeration when we say that he contributed more to the bringing
about of respect for the judiciary in this State than did any other man
who ever lived,
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1 mean that respeet and confidence under our form of government
that lawyers at least realize is fundamental to the perpetuation of our
"whole judicial scheme.

So thoroughly have I believe this that I have frequently stated that
if we had a Rhydon AL Call on every State and Federal bench through-
out this Nation that socialism would dle aborning or perish in a desert
of disappointment and bolshevism would growl itself into perpetual
oblivion, gnawing a bone of decreasing dissatisfaction upon the trash
heap of discarded governmental notions.

He eschewed always the half-baked and far-fetched theories and kepi
his eye always steadfast upon the rock-ribbed principles of the Constitu-
tion as interpreted by the fathers.

No fine-spinning theorists in constitutional law, no smartish mental
quick-change arguing artists, no specious reasoner in legal trash could
ever shake him on his firm foundation nor reap any greater harvest
than a dignified and respectful hearing.

People generally felt that he was their Rock of Gibraltar and sole
security and harbor of safety in time of trouble. May I ask how
deeply also must they feel his loss?

No greater responsibility ever resfed upon a President so far as its
effect on the people of one State is concerned than filling the position
left vacant by the death of Rbydon M. Call. Our President may not
know it and appreciate it, but we who have lived our lives in this
State, particularly in the law, know it and know it only too well.

I shall touch but gently the personal life of the man for that was
personal to him and to him alone does it belong. 1 can mot refrain
from noting, however, one characteristic that wus never discovered
except by a few of his clozest and most intimate personal assoclates.

You who knew him only as an apparently immobile, silent, patient,
stern, restrained, almost granitelike, dignified judge will doubtless be
surprised to kmow that in an appropriate afmosphere and at a time when
only a few persons he was fond of were around him, and particularly
during the moments of enjoyment of the great outdoors, both waterways
and woods, he would unbend the exhibit of a boyish ruggedness that
made him a most attractive and fun-making companion.

At such times he would scuffle and wrestle with the nearest at hand,
roll upon the floor or ground with them, laughing in his quiet way, and
run away from them and back again Just as a boy of 15 might do.

These outbursts were seldom, yet they were only measured by the
appropriateness of the oceasion and by the people who were with him,

He was at all times a most entertalning talker when he would
talk, and particularly did his extensive literary reading afford him a
vast store of information to draw upon as topics of conversation.

Abont his prineipal philosophy in life, which he ever followed and
practiced, is best found in the well-known stanza from James Whitcomb
Riley—

It hain't no use to grumble and complaln,
It's jest as cheap and easy to rejoice,

When God sorts out the weather and sends rain
Why, rain’s my choice.

But he, this nisi prius genius, is now gathered to his fathers and
lives only to the bench and the bar in its grateful remembrance and his
own bright example.

While living a life of study meekness and despite his constant modesty
and self-nullification he built a lasting monument to himself in the
minds of those who survive him; but may I suggest that we per-
petuate for posterity in enduring bronze to be erected, perhaps in
this court room or in some park of the city, some appropriate memento
of his most remarkable judicial eareer,

Natlons, States, and even communities do these things to commemo-
rate the lives of their most distinguished and exceptional citizens. Can
we, as lawyers, think of a life more worthy of such commemoration?
1 commend this to your earnest consideration, tp the end that a com-
mittee be appointed with plenary powers to fitMngly round out the
expression of the bar in great respect for and appreciation of the
judicial labor and life of Rhydon M. Call, the judge.

And now, may I heartily and without reservation say in closing that
whoever may be chosen as his successor I can conceive of no greater
boon that could come to him and to the people of Florida than that, if
it be possible for the souls of those who depart to return and exercise
a beneficlient influence, that I pray that the gates to the place of abode
of souls of rightecus judges shall always remain open so that the
judicial spirit of Rhydon M. Call may at all times be able to wing its
flight back and ever hover around his successor, giving to him at all
times the same pure, sane, wise, unbiased, and unprejudiced judicial
judgment that in his lifetime Judge Rhydon M. Call invariably pro-
nounced from this bench.

BOILERS FROM MUNICIPAL HOSPITAL, MUSKOGEE, OKLA.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, there is on the Vice Presi-
dent’s desk H. R. 4964, to authorize the city of Muskogee, Okla,,
to remove and retain title to the boilers from the Municipal
Hospital Building recently conveyed by the city to the United
States Veterans' Bureau Hospital No. 90, at Muskogee, Okla.
A gimilar bill is on the Senate calendar, reported by the Com-
mittee on Finance, The bill is an emergency measure. The
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Senate bill has an amendment which I desire to have attached
fo the House bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent for the
immediate consideration of House bill 4964.

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that the amendment desired is
one that was suggested by the Committee on Finance.

Mr, THOMAS. That is correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the
Senate a bill from the House of Representatives.

The bill (H. R. 4964) to authorize the city of Muskogee,
Okla., to remove and retain title to the boilers from the Munici-
pal Hospital Building recently conveyed by the city to the
United States Veterans' Bureau Hospital No. 90, at Muskogee,
Okla., was read the first time by its title and the second time
at length, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the city of Muskogee, Okla., through its
authorized representatives, be, and it is hereby, authorized to remove
from the Municipal Hospital Building, recently sold by said eity to the
United States Veterans' Bureau Hospital No. 90, at Muskogee, Okla.,
and retain title to the boilers in said Municipal Hospital Building,
having been reserved when the sale of said hospital building was con-
summated, but which reservation was erroneously omitted from the deed
conveying said Municipal Hospital Building from said city to the United
Btates Veterans' Hospital No. 90.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ent consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 1

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President, I suggest that the amendment
;:‘i}l!tch I send to the clerk’'s desk be attached at the end of the

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma
offers an amendment, which will be stated.

The CrHier Creerx. It iz proposed to insert, at the proper
place in the bill, the following:

That such removal shall be at the expense of the city, and shall not
be undertaken until other arrangements for heating this hospital have
been made by the United States Veterans' Bureau.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate bill
1768 will be indefinitely postponed.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 16,
1928, at 12 o'clock meridian.

Is there objection to the pres-

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuurspay, March 15, 1928

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order
by the Speaker,

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Our blessed, blessed Father in Heaven, Thou dost put Thy
shoulder under our burdens and givest help and support fo
every seeking heart. In our meditations, in our prayers, and
in our labors may we turn to Thee with true discernment
and with a living faith. We give Thee thanks and praise for
Thy guiding hand along the pathway of life's pilgrimage. Im-
press ns with the truth—ever old and ever new—of Thy good-
ness, the restful joys of repentence, and the wonderful rewards
of obedience to Thy law, and the sweet satisfaction that
blesses the life whose companionship is with Thee. Be our
pillar of cloud by day and our pillar of fire by night, that we
may wage successful warfare against the invasions of lust,
self-indulgence and lawlessness, and every fearful wrong which
disfigures humanity and robs God. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and

approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol-
lowing titles, in which fthe concurrence of the House of Repre-
sentatives was requested:

S.374. An act for the relief of Lulu Chaplin;

8.511. An act to reimburse Horace A. Choumard, chaplain
in Twenty-third Infantry, for loss of certain personal property ;
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